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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION: THE PROBLEM 
It should not be without interest to inquire into the in-
fluence of the electorate on important issues in a democracy. 
If America grew to maturity nurtured on Washington's precept 
of minding its own business, a departure from this policy would 
command attention. One might reasonably expect that in a demo-
cracy imoortant departures from traditional policy would be 
determined by, or at least sanctioned by, the electorate. 
If avoiding foreign conquests had been our policy, there 
was then certainly a departure from that policy at the close 
of the last century when we acquired the Philippine Islands. 
Many of our most prominent statesmen refused to follow the 
McKinley administration in its acquisition of overseas pos-
sessions following the Spanish-American war. But the war was 
fought and the Islands were ours, by the 7th of February,l899. 
This had all been accomplished between the national elections 
of 1896 and 1900---all in a period of less than a year. 
The departure from traditional policy was brought before 
the electorate in the campaign of 1900. The Democratic Plat-
form denounced the policy of the administration as Imperialis-
tic and Militaristic. It stated that Imperialism was the 
1 
2 
paramount issue. The Republicans :scoffed at the thought. They 
referred to Expansion and went on to suggest that Prosperity 
was the issue. 
It shall be our task to determine to what extent Imperia-
lism was an issue in the election of 1900. If Imperialism was 
truly the paramount issue, we may conclude that our departure 
from old paths was at least posthumously sanctioned by the 
electorate; if it was not, we may be led to the conclusion 
that the electorate played little or no direct part in the new 
trend. 
The journalism of the period of the campaign will to some 
extent reflect the sentiment of the nation; where it does not 
reflect such sentiment, it may be said certainly to have an 
influence on public opinion. Books and pamphlets of the period 
of the campaign will also have to be considered, as well as the 
official statements of the Democratic and Republican parties 
in their platforms and of their respective candidates. 
But it is further felt that the probable feeling or atti-
' tude of the people in 1900 can be gauged with equal certainty 
by considering the events of the immediately preceding years. 
We must, in other words, look at the campaign and election of 
1900 not only in the light of the newspaper comments on the 
eve of the election, but also in the light of the period, ---
if we are to see it as it was seen in 1900. It is with this 
conviction in mind that some considerable space has been un-
3 
hesitatingly devoted to what might be regarded as background 
material. If greater conviction results from a perusal of 
these antecedents of the autumn of 1900, combined with the 
periodical comments, as to the probable state of the public 
mind, this point will have been sustained. 
• 
CHAPT1CR II 
OUR EXPANDING UNITED STATES 
The American colonies were begun as commercial ventures,l 
and this circumstance of our birth was perhaps to influence us 
for many years. Though for a hundred and fifty years the 
11 frontier of the British Empire" was somewhat remote from the 
wortd,2 the next hundred and fifty saw the growth and expan-
sion of that frontier to the status of a nation with its own 
fron~iers. The area of the thirteen original states as con-
stituted in 1790 was but 892,135 square miles. 
Our Constitution was but fourteen years old when we 
acquired with the Louisiana purchase 827, 987 square miles. 
After the Mexican War of 1848 we added 1,276,997 square miles 
to our area. The purchase of Alaska in 1867 meant the addition 
of 586,400 square miles. We had thus in three-quarters of a 
century, quadrupled our territory. We might have been anti-
imperialistic, but we were certainly an expansive and healthy 
young nation. 
Our population followed apace. It had grown from 
3,929,214 in 1790, to almost ten million in 1820 and to over 
1 W. E. Woodward, A New Ame~~can History, Garden City, New 
York, 1938. 
2 F. L. Paxson, History of the Ame~ican Frontie~. Houghton 
Mifflin co., New York, 1924, 1. 
4 
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sixty-two million in 1890. The census of 1900 gave our popu-
lation as over 75,000,000. The center of population had 
shifted moreover from Baltimore, Maryland, in 1790 to Col~mbus, 
Indiana, a hundred years later. The electorate of 1900 could 
recall the practical doubling of the population of the country. 
'The electorate also remembered the Indian wars of the 
west. It had appreciated the fact that the frontier was no 
more. The historian Frederick Jackson ·rurner said that the 
frontier had disappeared by 1890, a full decade before the cam-
paign on Imperialism or Expansion. Industry and commerce had 
grown enormously. Exports to foreign countries increased. 
New states had been admitted to the union. Railroads seemed 
to bind the nation into a more compact union. The opening of 
the new century was really a time for optimism. Predictions 
of the coming census were publisbed. 3 
We were also becoming more urbanized. The urban popula-
tion had increased 36.4~ over the population of 1890 while the 
rural element had increased but 12.2~. 4 We were raising our 
educational standards. Now 50.5% of our population between 
the ages of 5 to 20, were in school. Over 65 million of our 
3 North American Review, July, 1900. 
4 16th u.s. Census, I, (Population), Washington,l942, 18. 
6 
75 million population were native born citizens. 
Our life had been one of restlessness and expansion. Now 
that the frontier was no more, might we not look to expansion 
abroad? It was after all, an age of expansion. Great Britain 
was now pushing her way in Africa. France was contending with 
Britain at Fashoda. Russia was trying to get a better hold 
on China. "Belgium was beginning to exploit the Congo; Ger-
many was picking up unconsidered trifles everywhere. 11 5 
b Sullivan, Mark, Our Times 1900-1925, Vol. V, Chas. Scrib-
ner's Sons, New York, 19~7, p. 48. 
CHAPTER III 
ECONOMIC MATURITY 
By 1900 the hard times of the "rich man's panic" of 1893 
had become but the memory of a bad dream. The fact that we 
had not only recovered, but had risen to new commercial and 
industrial heights caused us all the more to look upon the hard 
times as but a lull in the march of progress. 
Though the majority of the people were still engaged in 
agricultural pursuits, the value of manufactures was practi-
cally three times that of farm oroducts. 1 It was an era, fur-
thermore, of great business consolidation. In 1890 there were 
18 trusts listed with an agregate capital of 288 million dol-
lars while the decade following listed 157 trusts and a capi-
tal of 3,150 million dollars. 2 Financially, there were also 
many indices of increased activity. In 1896 our bank clearing 
3 
were 51 billion dollars. This figure rose to 80 billions in 
1900. OUr government's total receipts had risen from about 
327 million dollars in 1896 to 566 million in 1900. 4 
We had nearly trebled the value of our manufacturing ex-
1 David s. Muzzey and J. A. Krout, American History for Col-
leges. Ginn and co., Chicago, 1943, 599. 
2 Ibid., 599. 
3 ~Economist, Chicago, October, 27, 1900. 
4 The Commercial and Financial Chronicle, New York, July 7,190 
7 
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port trade in the last years of the century. Our trade with 
Cuba had risen to over 100 million dollars in 1893. 5 The value 
of exports in 1890 was about 858 million dollars. A decade 
later it was 1,394 million dollars. 6 American manufacturers 
began to look for foreign markets as they became convinced of 
the necessity of economic imperialism. "It was Messrs. Roc~­
feller, Pierpont Morgan, and their associates," one authority 
tells us, "who needed imperialism and who fastened it upon the 
shoulders of the great Republic of the West. They f'el t they 
needed imperialism because they desired to use the public re-
sources of their country to find profitable employment for 
their capital which otherwise would be superf.luous. n7 
William McKinley had been elected in 1896 and no sooner 
had he taken the oath of office in March, 1897 than Congress 
was called in special session to frame a new tariff law. In 
spite of the allegations expressed in the inaugural address, 
the new tariff was concerned with protection, rather than rev&-
nue only. 8 The business interests were served by and worked 
in close harmony with, the president. 
The great issue of the election of 1896 had been the 
5 Louis M. Hacker and B. B. Kendrick, The United States Since 
~· F. s. Crofts and Co., New York, 1939, 3!1. 
6 Thomas A. ,Bailey, A Diplomatic History of the American Peoole 
F. S. Crofts and co., New York, 1945, 459. 
7 J. A. Hobson, Imperialism, George Allen & Unwin, London,l938. 
8 Hacker and Kendrick, op. cit., 324. 
9 
silver question. In addition to what appeared to be a popular 
mandate in favor of big business and gold, there were added to 
the Republican victory other factors. The discovery of gold 
in the Klondike helped to stimulate the production of gold in 
the world from between five and six million ounces, annually, 
from 1860 to 1890, to eleven and a half million ounces in 
1897. 9 In March, 1900, the gold standard act was passed. Sil-
ver could no longer be a paramount issue. 
Further world conditions affected us at the close of the 
century. The European wheat crop.fell short in 1896 by some 
30~. 10 There was famine in In4ia. Our harvest of 1897 was 
the second largest in our history, and we exported in twelve 
months, 150 million bushels of wheat and flour. We sent 5,000 
tons of corn to India. During this same period 120 millions 
in gold bullion came back to our country. The frequent threats 
to the treasury by the draining of this precious metal to Eu-
rope, were to be no more. The situation made possible the suc-
cess of the Gold Standard Act. 11 But it had even further re-
percussions. 
This year, 1897, was the first year in our history in 
9 Ida M. Tarbell, The Nationalization of Business. Macmillan 
Co., New York, 1936, 258. 
10 Alexander Dana Noyes, Forty Years Of American Finance. 
G. P. Putnam's Sons, New Yori, 1909, 275. 
ll Ibid., 272 • 
............ 
10 
which we began to loan money to Europe. 12 We had always been 
. 
the borrowers, and now became the lenders. Our status had 
truly changed and a new era had opened. 
12 Ibid., 281 • 
............ 
CHAPTER IV 
WE FIGHT A LITTLE WAR, 
APRIL-AUGUST, 1898 
America had had her eye on Cuba ever since the days of 
Jefferson. Our Monroe Doctrine of 1823 tacitly approved of 
Spanish sovereignty there. In the fifties President Buchanan 
and the State Department considered purchasing the island but 
nothing came of it. Our economic interests in the island grew 
in the seventies, eighties and nineties, but the American 
business man was apparently more interested in the political 
stability of the island than in the question of sovereignty. 1 
That stability, however, was seriously disrupted by the 
insurrection which broke out in 1895. General Weyler was sent 
by the Spanish Government to suppress the rebellion. His re-
concentration policy was reported in this country in the most 
unfavorable light possible. Insurrectionists secretly re-
ceived aid from America and were very active in enlisting the 
sympathies of American newspapers and organizations. ~illiam 
Randolph Hearst in his New York Journal was having a circula-
tion battle with Joseph Pulitzer and the latter's World. As 
each tried to outdo the other in sensationalism, they were co-
pied by other papers in the country. The American public be-
1 Hacker and Kendrick, o;e. ci.t., 328. 
2 Bailey, o;e. cit., 499. 
11 
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gan to feel indignation that such outrages should be committed 
at her front door. While President Cleveland set himself 
against the popular clamor, Congress passed a resolution fa-
voring recognition of the belligerency of the CUban insurrec-
tos. In the fall of the election year of 1896, popular atten-
tion was drawn largely to the campaign and the issue of 16-1. 
The Republican platform, however, did recommend that the United 
States Government exert influence in favor of Cuban indepen-
dence. Not to be outdone, the Democrats also expressed sympa-
thy with the rebels. 3 
In 1897 President McKinley appointed Theodore Roosevelt 
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, and Mr. Roosevelt·, who felt 
that war with Spain was imminent, did all in his power to pre-
pare us for it. Spain recalled General Weyler and had more 
moderate policies enforced. The American minister at Madrid 
was assured that autonomy would be granted as soon as the in-
surrection was in hand. 4 
But our sympathies had been aroused and our property, 
fifty million dollars worth, was threatened, as were American 
lives, by the instability. The party for war in this country, 
which included such men as men as Roosevelt, John Hay, Henry 
Cabot Lodge, Wh-itelaw Reid, Captain Mahan, Jack London and 
3 Muzzey a.nd Krout, op. cit., 584 (fn). 
4 Hacker and Kendrick, op. edt., 334. 
Buffalo Bill, 5 continued to speak of its necessity. 6 The 
Hearst Press found further ammunition in an indiscreet but 
13 
private letter by the Spanish Minister at Washington. This 
letter, refer~ing to our President as a "common politician" 
was printed in papers all over the country and further in-
flamed the public against Spain. 7 The battleship Maine was 
sent to Havana late in January of 1898 to safeguard American 
interests. On the 15th of February the Maine was mysteriously 
blown up. On the ~th of March our Congress appropriated fifty 
million dollars for national defense---an amount identical 
with that taken in by the Treasury annually in sugar duties in 
the eighties. 8 
Roosevelt had already cabled Dewey in Hongkong on the 
25th of February to coal up in ca~e of war with Spain. The 
sinking of the Maine made popular the cry: "Remember the 
Mainel To hell with Spainl 09 In spite of the fact that Spain 
was willing torgrant all of our demands except that of granting 
an armistice, unless the insurgents should ask for it, McKinley 
had given in to the war party. 10 War was declared on the 25th 
5 
6 
7 
Gregory Mason, Remember .the Maine. Henry Holt and Co., New 
York, 1939, 40. 
Hacker and Kendrick, o~. cit., 329. 
Walter Millis, The Mar ial Spirit. The Literary Guild of 
America, Cambridge, Mass., 1931, 98. 
8 Hacker and Kendrick, op. cit., 328. 
9 Gregory Mason, op. cit., 18. 
10 Hacker and Kendrick, op. cit., 338. 
14 
of April. The enlisted men of the navy, "who often grew bored 
to the point of desertion in peace, became keyed up to a high 
pitch of efficiency.nll 
We bad entered upon a "most unmistakable campaign of ag-
gression, n12 and all in 'the spirit of •schoolboys off for a 
picnic. •13 But we were hA.rdly admitting this. It was rather, 
we preferred to say, a war for suffering humanity. We agreed 
with the P~·~t~icient who had said in December, 18~7, that 11 tor-
cible •••• can not be thought of. That, by our code of morality, 
would be criminal aggression.n 14 Yet, we were going to war 
against a nation which, according to our greatest war enthu-
siast, "never dreamed*' oi' making of:rensi ve war, and "Which, it 
made, it would have been wholly unable to execute."15 
The war did not last long. A succession of victories put 
America in high ~p1rits. The Spanish navy was def~ated near 
Santiago, Cuba, and, in the Philippines, in the harbor of Mani-
la; Roosevelt, Lieutenant-Colonel in the Rough Riders, 16 at-
tained l·ame in the assault on :dan Juan Hill. Admiral Dewey 
was awaiting men to take the city ot Manila. "The country was 
11 Theodore Roosevelt, Autobiography. Chas. ldcribner's Sons, 
New York, 1~~~, ~14. 
12 Gregory Mason, op. cit., 129. 
13 A. M. Schlesinger, The Rise of the City. Macmillan Co., 
New York, 1933, 430. 
14 J. D. Richardson, Messages and Papers of the Presidents. 
Washington, 18~~, X, 131. 
15 Roosevelt, op. cit .. h 215. 
16 The Rough Riders were commanded by Colonel Leonard Wood at 
the request of Roosevelt who had been offered the command. 
15 
excited. Emporia was thrilled to the core. u 17 We had arr·ived. 
we too, had ~colonies" and "natives". Magazines illustrating 
the romantic tropical palms and other ~ar-way places were popu-
18 lar. Dewey probably came away with the larger share of 
glory. People smoked Dewey cigars, wore Dewey hats, drank 
Dewey whiskey, and gave Dewey a house in Washington. We even 
considered him ~or the presidency--at least until we :round 
out he could not decide to which party he belonged. Patriotic 
sentiments were stirred in us as the news o~ these victories 
had come to us and as the boys were returned to us. John Hay 
dubbed it a "splendid little war". 
Battle casualties totaled only 1,~83, though at least 
double that number sut·:t·ered l:"rom malaria as a result of the 
war. Inefficiency in the War Department was roundly criti-
cized. But these factors seemed to be but a small price to 
pay :for our victory. Patriotic feelings were but little af-
19 fected by scandals in the War Department. The war was over 
by the 14th of August, so, in less than Iour months we had 
covered ourselves with glory and had attained a new and stron-
ger position in the "tamily 1•of nations. 
17 W. A. White, AutobiograEhY of William Allen 
Macmillan, New York, 1~46, 320. 
18 Walter Millis, op. cit., 361. 
19 Merle Curti, The Roots of American Loyalty. 
University Press, 1946, 195. 
' 
White. 
Columbia 
• 
CHAPTER V 
THI ELECTION OF 1898 
During the war we annexed the Hawaiian Islands. Tne re-
solution was passed on the 6th of July, and since Dewey had 
taken the harbor of Manila, military expediency could be 
brought forward as a sufficient cause to bring about a termi-
nation to this dispute of long standing. Speaker Reed later 
said that it was no more necessary to annex Hawaii in order 
to conquer Spain than it was to annex the moon. 1 But he was 
not looking ahead. 
The commission to negotiate peace was appointed on the 
26th of August. Though Democrats might, now that the war was 
over, be tending toward anti-imperialism, there were as yet 
no clear cut party lines on this question. 2 President McKinley 
seemed to be uncertain as to what to do with tpe Philippines, 
---though we did not yet, as a matter of fact, possess them. 
England, who had been favorable to us, alone of the European 
powers, was urging us to take them. We didn't want to pull up 
stakes, and yet hesitated to go ahead. On the 16th of Septem-
ber a letter to the commissioners in Paris instructed them to 
~ demand all of the island of Luzon.~ The fact that the insur-
1 Ellis P. Oberholtzer, A Historz of the US Since 
War. Macmillan Co., New York, 1937, V, 547. 
2 iifter Millis, op. cit., 371. 
3 Ibid., 373 • 
............ 16 
the Civil 
17 
gents under General Aguinaldo had opened the first Congress 
of the Philippine Republic on the 15th of September was ig-
nored by us. 
On the lOth of October McKinley spoke to an audience in 
the Middle West, using such terms as Dewey, Duty and Destiny.4 
The applause from the crowd apparently indicated that at least 
the Middle West was in favor of Expansion, and seemed to help 
the President make up his mind. On the 25th of October the 
Commissioners were informed that all of the Philippines must 
be demanded. The Commissioners found this not hard to do. 
All of them favored annexation except Senator Gray, and had 
perhaps been selected on that basis. If we give McKinley cre-
dit for being politically astute and determining correctly 
that the majority of the voters favored territorial expan-
sion,5 he should perhaps have even more credit for looking in-
to the future and selecting Commissioners in favor of annex-
at ion. 
The Democratic Campaign Book, published in 1898, ex-
pressed sympathy for the people of Cuba in their struggle for 
liberty and claimed that the Republican leaders in Congress 
were Spanish sympathizer~. 6 This obviously bears out the 
4 Bailey, or. cit., 519. 
5 H. w. Fau kner, The Quest for Social Justice. Macmillan 
Co., New York, 1931, 308. 
6 Democratic Campaign Book, Democratic Congressional Committee, 
T~ W. Cadick, Printer, Washington, 1898, 198. 
.....--
------------------------------------------------------------~--~ 
18 
statement above that by the fall of 1898 there was not as yet 
a strong Democratic plea against Imperialism. On the contrary, 
the book contends that the Democrats wanted intervention and 
that the Republicans obstructed it as late as the first of 
July, 1897. 7 This is accusing the Republicans of slack patri-
otism and not of imperialism. A few of the Democratic state 
conventions decried territorial expansion while the Republi-
cans were spP.aking for the retention of the islands already 
acquired. 8 But larger than both of -these ripples were the ac-
clamations of approval of the war for humanity and of the ef-
9 forts of our fighting men. Both parties expressed a desire 
for the termination of the struggle. 
Roosevelt, hero of the war, was elected Governor of New 
York. The new Congress was to remain Republican, and opened 
with 163 Democrats, 185 Republicans, 7 Populists and 2 Silver 
Party members in the House. The Senate was to have 55 Repub-
licans, 26 Democrats, 4 Populists and als·o 2 Silver Party 
men. 10 The speaker of the House, uczar" Reed, resigned in dis-
agreement with the policies of the administration. Genuine as 
his disagreement was, we should remember that the House had a 
clear Republican majority and that pressure was probably put 
7 Ibid., 199. 
8 ~World Almanac, 1899, Press Publishing co., New York, 
119-21. 
9 World Almanac, cit., 120. 
10 Ibid. -
-
19 
on Reed by McKinley and Hanna. 11 
In his second Annual Message to Congress on December 5th, 
1898, McKinley reviewed the events. of the y.ear. He spoke of 
assisting the Cubans to "form a government Which shall be free 
and independent", and that "Spanish rule must be replaced by 
a just, benevolent, and humane government, created by the peo-
12 ple of Cuba", but made no mention of the Philippine Islands. 
11 W. A. White, op. cit., 336. 
12 Richardson, op. cit., 176. 
CHAPTER VI 
Bryan and the Peace, February, 1899 
We had actually captured the city of Manila a few hours 
after the signing of the document that presumably ended hos-
tilities. The peace Commissioners in Paris had to contend 
with this fact and our government was anxious to terminate the 
war. We finally offered to pay 20 million dollars to Spain· 
for the Philippines, Puerto Rico and Guam. The Treaty of 
Paris was signed December lOth, 1898. 
Though the election ha.d failed to express strong anti-
imperialist sentiments, opposition to our course now began in 
earnest. Even before the treaty was signed George s. Boutwell, 
' former governor of Massachussets, was elected president of the 
Anti-Imperialist League. This organization numbered among its 
members "men of high discrimination" who profoundly regretted 
the steps which were being taken by our government. 1 Among 
the "old fashioned Americans, n2 there were e:x-pr.esidents 
Cleveland and Harrison, ex-speaker Reed, Andrew Carnegie, Carl 
Schurz, Senator George Hoar of :Massachussets, Charles Fra.ncis 
Adams, Samuel Gompers, ex-secretary of State Sherman, who had 
1 Oberholt~er, op. cit., 588. 
2 Charles and Mary Beard, Rise of American Civilization. 
Macmillan Co., New York, 1927, II. • 
20 
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resigned in April, 3 David Starr Jordan, president of Stanford, 
ex-postmaster General, William L. Wilson, Charles w. Eliot of 
Harvard, Mark Twain, and many other prominent men. They said 
imperialism was against the letter and spirit of the very 
foundations of our country. It was their opinion that Agui-
naldo was fighting for his rights and that the administration 
had no right to pass on the capacities of the Filipinos to 
rule themselves. 4 
Debate began in the Senate on the treaty. Our position 
under the Monroe Doctrine would be threatened if we took the 
Islands, some said. The Democrats said that we went to war 
to free the Cubans and not to annex iilipinos. The expansio-
nists said that it was our manifest destiny that compelled us 
to take over this new responsibility. Where once the flag 
had been placed it could not be taken down. We were not to 
shun the "White Man's Burden." Two days before the final vote 
was to be taken, on the 4th of February, insurrection broke 
out in the Philippines. Debate had been vigorous and it was 
evident that the treaty needed more votes for ratificat~on. 
It was at this crucial time that William Jennings Bryan ar-
3 11 I am and always have been opposed to war in the Philippinesfl 
said Sherman. g-eorge H. Shibley, 11Momentous Issues 11 • Bu-
reau of Economic Research of New York City, Schulte Pub-
lishing Co., Chicago, September, 1900, 207. 
4 George S. Boutwell, The Crisis of the Republic. Dana Estes 
and Co., Boston, 1900, 160. 
22 
rived in Washington. 5 
Bryan had been defeated on the issue of 16-1 in 1896 but 
received in that election 51~ of the total popular vote and 
still had a large following. He had spoken in favor of Cuban 
independence which 11 he knew meant war, 6 and in that way lent 
his influence somewhat to the forces which were rapidly stam-
peding McKinley and the government into a reluctant war. 117 
He raised the Third Nebraska Regiment, was its Colonel in com-
mand and served in Florida from July 13, 1898,.to December 12, 
1898. This prevented him from participating in the elections 
of 1898, but he was soon preparing for the campaign of 1900. 
Bryan urged his Democratic friends to vote for ratifica-
tion of the treaty annexing the Philippine Islands. On the 
6th of February, 84 Senators voted on the treaty. There were 
57 yeas, one more than required. Of the yeas there were 39 
Republicans, 10 Democrats, 8 Populists and Silver Independents, 
who voted.8 Bryan had saved the day for the annexationists. 9 
Bryan stated that he urged ratification because he wanted 
to see the war ended. After the ratification of the treaty 
5 Bailey, op. cit., 523. 
6 11 His mind was like a soup dish, wide and shallow," said Ir-
ving Stone of Bryan in his Ther Also Ran. Doubleday Doran 
oo., New York, 1943, 59. 
7 M. R. Werner, Bryan, Harcourt Brace and Co., New York, 1929, 
120. 
8 Oberholtzer, op. cit., 593. 
9 Ibid., 592. 
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t'here was a Bacon resolution proposed t·o promise independence 
to the Philippines. This resolution failed to pass by one 
vote, but Bryan in explaining why he urged ratification, 
states: "I favored a resolution promising independence«. 10 
This comes as an anti-climax to his actions for the treaty to 
take the Philippines for twenty million dollars. 
There is also the point of view that Bryan urged ratifi- · 
cation so that the Democrats would have an issue to fight over 
in the coming election. 11 This view is stressed-by many, and 
not without reason, for- a week after the ratification Bryan 
began to denounce Imperialism. 12 William Allen White, editor 
at Emporia, who had favored the war, met Bryan for the first 
time in 1900. uBryan, even in that day, was too much of a 
professional politician to suit my tastes," he writes. 13 It 
is likely that Bryan was more of an orator and politician than 
14 
a scholar of national or international questions. 
But Bryan was not alone. Another critic of the McKinley 
administration felt that there was nothing to do but ratify 
the treaty. 15 Rejecting it would, it was stated, "unsettle 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
Shibley, OE• cit., 136. 
Werner, o~. cit., 120. 
Ibid., 12 • 
w:-I. White, OE• cit., 328. · 
Most of the books in his library were written not by scho-
lars but by partisans of his creed, according to reference 
in 13 above. Irving Stone, in work cited, states that Bry-
an was at heart a Baptist minister and a fuzzy minded huma-
nist who stopped thinking when he discovered his power of 
oratory. 
William McKinley and the G.O.P. under the X-Ray. by a 
Free Lance in Politics. Morely & Briggs, Cleveland, 1900. 
~~-------------------------. 
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the delicate negotiations with Spa1n," 16 even though, 11 Spa1n 
could only submit like the small boy with the big bully, to 
whatever peace conditions were offered he •••• 1117 Another con-
temporary tells us that rejecting the treaty would have "re-
sulted in repudiating the President, unsettling business, and 
adding to the intermational uncertaintiee."18 
If the above argument was valid, one wonders why all the 
Senatore were not able to see it and vote for unanimous ap-
proval. But still, if rejecting the treaty would have made a 
bad situation, then we should perhaps not be too harsh with 
Mr. Bryan. He would then have been doing a service to his 
government, and the fact that be thought an issue of imperia-
lism would result, could be regarded as merely_ a fortuituous 
by-product. Bryan's opponents however, and the public at 
large, could hardly help sensing an inconsistency in Mr. Bry-
an's character. Delicate international situation or not, the 
public could not help but wonder just how anti-imperialistic 
be was. 
One can hardly help but think that a man as intently anti-
imperialistic as he claimed to be, could do nothing but reject 
the treaty. Bryan went out of his way, to influence the vo-
16 Ibid. 
17 Ibid., 240. An effort was made to discover the authorship 
or-this work but the publishers are no longer in business. 
18 Bailey, op. cit., 524. 
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ting. Even if it were true that the acceptance of the treaty 
were good, why, of all people to cause its acceptance, should 
the man who was to represent the anti-imperialists, come for-
ward? One cannot help but sense a politician about. 
~----+-------------------------------~ 
CHAPTER VII 
PHILIPPINE- .4llERICAI WAR, 
FEBRUARY, 1899--1901 
The Filipinos had been fighting to free themselves from 
Spain before we were at war with that power. When war broke 
out in April, 1898, the Filipinos felt that their chances of 
independence had increased. 
Before Dewey sailed for Manila from Hongkong he contacted 
Aguinaldo, the leader of the insurrectionists. Aguinaldo was 
later brought back to the Philippines by an American vessel. 
The Filipinos received the impression that we had come to 
help them. 1 Individual American leaders gave the Filipinos 
this idea while seeking their aid, though our government made 
no official· commitments of alliance with them. 
The war was over by the middle of August but no steps 
were being taken by the Americans to quit the Islands. By 
December the Peace Treaty was signed and it had become clear 
that the Filipinos had been merely given a change of masters. 
1 James R. Williams, (Representative for Illinois) testimony 
in the House of Representatives. Congressional Record, 56th 
Congress, let session, Vol. 33, 5-7 June, l900. Most his-
torians seem to concur in this view. 
as · 
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rwo days before the final vote on the treaty in our Senate, 
the Philippine-American War broke out. Some Filipinos had been 
ordered to halt, failed to do so, and were fired upon. Soon 
Americans had been fired upon, as well as our flag. Our na-
tional honor was now at stake, some said. 2 This was referred 
to in the press as an ... insurrection". An attack upon our flag 
was never to be tolerated. There was now no alternative now 
but to stay and bring order out of this chaos. The New York 
Times decided that the outbreak proved the Filipinos to be in-
capable of self-rule. 3 The insurrection seemed to justify vo-
ting down the Bacon Resolution which proposed that we stay on-
4 ly long enough to restore order. 
Seventy thousand men were sent to the Islands to meet 
there with mud, malaria and guerrila tactics. Many found out 
in time that they cared more the Spaniards whom they had 
fought, and who had held some positions for us until we could 
take o~er (against the insurrectionists), than for the little 
11 brown brother" Filipinos. 5 News of the progress of the war 
was very meager. Some said that strict censor~hip was main-
tained in order that no information should get to the Filipi-
nos and aid their cause; others contended that censorship was 
2 Charles A. Beard, Contemporary American History. Macmillan 
Co., New York, 1923, 26. 
3 Oberholtzer, op. cit., 594. 
4 Bailey, op. cit., 524. 
5 Gregory Mason, op. cit., 118 ff. 
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needlessly strict and that the daily promises of victory were 
but efforts to disguise our failures •. 6 In spite of the reports 
and promises of success~ the war was still on at the time of 
the election in November and was not to be terminated until 
May~ 1901. 
The Philippine Commission had reported that only a small 
part of the Filipinos desired independence. Yet fighting con-
tinued in most of Luzon and many other places. 7 As the poli-
tical campaign progressed in our country~ it was reported 
that the Philippines were never united and that they were 
fighting against the friars and not for political freedom. 8 
6 Literara Di§est~ July 1, 1899, quoting from 
phia ~e ger • . 
"The Philadel-
? Ibid., June 2, 1900. 
8 iO:r-th American RevieW, September, 1900. 
~--------------------------~ 
CHAPTER VI I I 
BEVERIDGE AND EXPANSION7 JANUARY 1900 
If anyone personified the expansionists spirit it was the 
new Senator from Indiana--Albert Beveridge. He had spoken be-
fore the Middlesex Club in Boston and was loudly cheered when 
he said that Grant "never forgot that we are a conquering race, 
and that we must obey our blood and occupy new markets, and 
if necessary, new lands. 111 He said we were producing more 
than we could. use; the trade of the world would be ours; Ameri-
can civilization and its flag were to be planted on shores 
11 to be made beautiful and bright". 
But the ovation he here received was slight as compared 
with the breakers of applause that were to come after his 
speech in the Senate in January, 1900. He had visited the 
Philippines in the summer of 1899, endangering his life to get 
information, -and had reported to President McKinley and Theo-
dore Roosevelt in August and September, 1899. 
His maiden speech in the Senate informed us the 11 .Al-
mighty God has marked us as hie chosen people henceforth to 
2 lead in the regeneration of the world". He ..continued in this 
1 Claude G. Bowers, Beveridge and the Progressive Era. 
Houghton Mifflin co., New York, 1932, 67. 
2 Ibid., 119. 
-
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vein to say that~ 11 God has not been preparing the English 
speaking and Teutonic peoples for a thousand years for noth-
ing-He has made us the master organizers of the world to es-
tablish system where chaos reigns •••• He has made us adepts in 
government that we may administer government among savages and 
servil~ peoples. 113 ~As he resumed his seat, the galleries 
roared their apolause. From coast to coast this wae for seve-
ral days a front page story. We had apparently become not un-
willing to take up Kipling's 11 vVhite Man's Burden". It was all 
in the spirit of the times. 114 
Perhaps this new expansionist feeling was more than high 
sounding patriotic noises. The crusading spirit was "subor-
dinate to the driving force of the economic factor. The dra-
matic character of the· change .is due to the unprecedented ra-
pidity of the industrial revolution •••• 115 Foreign markets 
were sought for manufactures as well as for investments. It 
was this which was 11 avowedly responsible for the adoption of 
Imperialism as a political policy and practice by the Repub-
1 . p t n6 ~can ar y •••• The great industrial and financial chiefs 
belonged to the Republican Party and the party belonged to 
3 Ibid.~ 121. 
4 Sullivan, op.cit., 48. 
5 Hobson, op.cit., 73. 
6 Ibid., 77. 
-
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them. 7 Some critics of government policy have overlooked the 
fact that the greatest taxpayers are inevitably, if not justi-
fiably, going to have more to say about government policy than 
the non-tax or small tax payers • 
. Beveridge and the expansionists may have been stimula.ted 
by the imperialistic spirit of other nations. About a week 
before the speech by Beveridge, the German Kaiser had announced 
his new greater navy program. 11 The mysticism of Empire build-
ing"8 fascinated us. We had read The Influence of Sea Power 
Upon Historr, by Captain Mahan. This work was published in 
1892 and had captivated the mind of Theodore Roosevelt. Mahan 
fought disarmament and compuleo~y arbitration and helped to 
influence the Congress to annex Hawaii. 9 Henry Cabot Lodge 
and Roosevelt "deferred continually to Mahan's views,n10 and 
supported his plane for the founding of a naval college. 11 
The expansionists numbered among them a.lso practical 
politicians who were subjected to certain pressures from the 
electorate. Not only were sugar interests active in problems 
7 Hobson, in the work referred to above, makes a point of the 
fallaciousness of the argument for the "necessity" of mar-
kets. This is however, beside the point for our purposes. 
It was what the industrial leaders believed to be to their 
interests, which determined policy, regardless of the accu-
racy or inaccuracy of their basic assumptions. 
8 Harvey Wish, Contemporarz America. Harper Brothers, New 
York, 1935, 101. 
9 Ibid., 104. 
10 Ibid., 105. 
11 Ma'ti'hew Josephson, The President Makers. Chas. Scribner's 
Sons, New York, 1923, 71. 
,.. 
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relative to Cuba and Hawaii, but union interests were also 
alert. The union cigar rollers, 250~000 of them, had informed 
Hanna that if Puerto Rican cigars were let in duty free, that 
each of them would get three other men to vote against t~e 
Republicans, making a total of one million votes. 12 
12 H. H. Kohlsaat, From McKinley to Hardinet• Ohas. Scribner's 
Sons, New York, 1923, 11. 
CHAPTER IX 
BOERS AND BOXERS 
While we were occupied in supressing the Philippine "in-
surrection" the British were embroiled in a war with the 
Boers in South Africa. This too, was proving to be a greater 
assignment than had at first been expected. This war had com-
menced in the autumn of 1899, and, though some success had 
been achieved for the British by the summer of 1900, broke out 
with renewed vigor in the autumn of 1900. Though the conser-
vatives retained power in England as a result of the "Khaki 
Election", the war in South Africa indicated the amount of 
"dislike felt for her on the Continent. 111 
American public opinion also favored the Boers, 2 since 
we usually espoused the cause of theunderdog in a fight. 
There seemed e11en an analogy in the Boers fighting against 
Britain and our fight against Britain for Independence in 1??6. 
oswald Garrison Villard's Even~nK Post championed the cause 
of the Boers as did many other papers. 3 But even if we were 
\ H. L. Featherstone, A Century of Nationalism. Thomas Nelson 
and Sons Ltd., London, 1939, 141. 
2 Sullivan, qp. cit., 11 
3 Oswald Garrison Villard, Fighting Years, Memoirs of a Li-
beral Editor. Harcourt, Brace and co., New York, 1939,138. 
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somewhat revolted by the imperialistic gestures of Britain, 
it is doubtful that we would consider her situation at all 
the same as that of ours in the Philippines. The Filipinos 
after all were rebels who had fired upon our flag. 
Our government also committed itself to strict neutrality. 
England had at least given us moral support in the Spanish-
American war, when the rest of Europe was not too favora.bly 
disposed. Boer representatives on the 21st of May were cor-
dially received by our President.4 They were shown the gar-
dens back of the White House when they brought up the question 
of aid from the United States. The press of the country· seemed 
to approve of the President's conduct.5 By the summer of 1900, 
as mentioned above, it was thought.the Boers had been crushed 
and that the war to all intents and purposes was over.6 A 
pr~ctical political aspect was suggested in that administration 
approval of British activities would cause the loss of German 
Republican votes in t·his 90untry. 7 In other words, even 
though photographs of and stories about the Boers appeared 
11 almost daily in the American newspapers, 118 the political re-
percussions or effect on government neutrality was slight. 
4 Sullivan, op. cit., 523. 
5 Literary Di~es~, June 2, 1900. 
6 Ibid., June 9, 1900. 
? The Forum, XXIX) May, 1900, 316. 
8 Sullivan, op. cit., 11. 
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The Boers were fighting for a just cause9 and the British voter 
had been duped in the Khaki election of 1900, 10 but the Ameri-
can people still supported our successes for our situation had 
been different. But probably having a more direct bearing 
upon our foreign policy and our attitude toward Imperialism 
were the events in China in the summer of 1900. 
China had been defeated by Japan in 1895. Thereafter, 
Europe, even more furiously than before, descended upon China 
to gain concessions. Though our trade with China was but two 
per cent of our total foreign trade, we felt this trade to be 
11 important. We had previously, because of our policy of iso-. 
lation, been content to let Britain and France do the fighting 
in China. 
The summer of 1900 saw the outbreak of the Boxer Rebel-
lion-an 11 anti-foreign movement" Which had "taken on the ·pro-
portions of a vast national .uprising. n12 All f'oreign legations 
were endangered. Our minister, E.H.Conger, wrote to Hay on 
June 11. 11 'We are besieged in Peking, entirely cut off from 
outside commun1cation.tu13 This condition continued for more 
than two months. America and Europe were horrified to contem-
plate the possible massacre of their nationals. As pointed 
9 The North American Review, July, 1900, 12. 
10 Review of Reviews, London, XXII~ ~ovember, 1900, 424. 
11 J. F. Rhodes, The McKinley and Roosevelt Administrations. 
Macmillan, New York, 1923, 125. 
12 Literary Digest, July 21, 1900. 
13 Rhodes, op. cit., 128. 
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out above, the prime interest, as reflected in the newspapers 
and periodicals, was China. Pictures of persons in China were 
reproduced in the magazines. Our government sent 2400 troops 
to China to participate with troops of other European powers 
and Japanese,. in suppressing the revel ts. The legations were 
finally relieved by August 14th. 
But even after that date, the interest in things Chinese 
---Chinese politics, economics, art, literature and religion, 
continueo almost unabated. 
We had necessarily joined the other powers in this "call 
of humanity", stated our magazin~. 14 The President's policy 
was generally supported. 15 Even if we opposed the President 
on the Philipnine question we should support him now. 16 Na-
17 tional,questions were overshadowed. The Philadelphia Times 
did not reflect the feelings of the country as a whole when 
it said that the action of the President was the worst sort of 
imperialism. 18 
Regardless of this question, as our knowledge of China in-
creased, we became convinced that we ha.d gone too far now to 
draw back. 19 The Philippine question was but a local one, com-
pared to the question of participation in Chinese affairs in 
14 Atlantic Monthly, August, 1900, 276, 
15 The Nation, July 5, 1900, 7. 
16 North American Review, August, 1900, 153. 
17 Ibid., 145. 
18 ~raty Digest, July 7, 1900. 
19 North American Review, August, 1900, 172. 
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.20 
relation to the Monroe Doctrine. But China desired us to 
take a hand and she in return could give us new markets, said 
the Chinese Minister to the United States. 21 Should we retire 
completely, the European powers might establish preferential 
tariffs in their spheres of interests and our commerce would 
22 
suffer. 
On September 1st, 1899, John Hay h!'ld agreed with England 
on an Hopen door" policy. On March 20, 1900, this matter was 
followed up by notes to the major powers informing them that 
we considered their assent to the maintenance of the 11 open 
door" as final and definitive. 23 So far this policy only 
meant that there should be equal trade opportunities within 
the spheres of influence. On July 3, 1900, we went further 
and spoke of the territorial integrity of China. Europe was 
busy with other problems and had to pay heed to our words.· 
We had become a power in the Asiatic theatre. American 
24 diplomacy had triumphed, wrote the New York Tribune. Hay 
was praised for his work. 25 Democratic charges of Imperialism 
were countered with Republican praise for John Hay, our 
20.Ibid., 172. 
21 i'O'rth American Review, July, 1900, 5-?. 
22 Rhodes, o~. cit., 125. 
23 .I.2!.9.· , a a • 
24 Oberholtzer, op. cit., 619. 
25 H. Adams, The Education of Henry Adams. Houghton Mifflin, 
New York,. 1918, 363. 
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«successful" secretary. 26 
We were become a new moral force in an old diplomacy. 27 
To protect our new position we should have to keep the Phi-
lippines for a while •. 
" ••• the children of this world are wiser 
in their generation than the children 
of light." 
26 Wish, op. cit., 121. 
2? Bailey, op. cit., 531. 
-
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CHAPTER X 
CONVENTIONS AND PLATFORM, 
JUNE--JULY, 1900 
The Republican convention met in Philadelphia in June, 
1900. McKinley was re-nominated, as everyone had expected. 
The candidature of Vice-Presidency was somewhat uncertain. 
Mark Hanna the Republican manager favored Cornelius N. Bliss 
of New York; New York's boss Platt favored Theodore, the war 
hero---to get him out of New York politics. 1 Being a war hero 
and a good campaigner, be would strengthen the Republican 
ticket. Though he said be didn't want to run he appeared at 
the convention, sombrero and all, and was enthusiastically 
swept in. 
The Republicans looked back upon an "unsurpassed record 
of achievement" according to the opening sentence of the plat-
form. They said that when they took over from the Democrats 
that "business was dead, industry paralized and the National 
credit impaired ••• labor distressed and unemployed." From 
these very bad conditions to the good times that were now be-
ing enjoyed by all, was the transition credited to the legis-
lation of the Republicans---protective tariff and gold stan-
1 Hacker and Kendrick, op:. cit., 355. 
2 See Appendix 2 for references to Republican Platform. 
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dard, especially. Excess of exports over imports, restored 
national credit, full employment and great prosperity are a.ll 
cited as evidence of the success of Republican policies. The 
successful conclusion of a "war for liberty and human rights" 
in which "No thought of National aggrandizement tarnished the 
high purpose With Which American standards" were maintained, 
was also ascribed to the Republican party. 11 A new and noble 
responsibility" had been acquired, the Republicans declared. 
Restriction of immigration of cheap labor from foreign lands 
is advocated, thus providing protection for the working man's 
full dinner pail. 
The nation owes gratitude to its fighting men and shoul~ 
provide for the families of those killed or wounded, the plat-
form stated. The acquis.ition of Hawaii is approved of; the 
settlement of the Samoan tangle is credited to McKinley; the 
Monroe Doctrine i.e reaffirmed. The Republicans affirmed that 
they had undoubtedly won the approval of the American people 
in accepting the Treaty of Paris and thus the "just responsi-
bilities of our victories in the Spanish war". No other al-
ternative course could have been taken. It was our duty to 
11 put down armed insurrection and to confer the blessings of 
liberty and civilization upon all the rescued peoples". Appar-
ently we were determined to give them the blessings of civili-
zation whether or not they wanted them or protested. 
~ ~--------------------------------------------------~ 
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No mention of course is made of the progress of the war 
with the Filipinos or that it.might be a protracted and costly 
venture. Nor was the cost of the war spoken of. But then~ as 
long as we had had the emotional thrill of fighting a success-
ful and "splendid little war" and were currently enjoying 
prosperity that was greater than any before, Who would want to 
quibble over the cost. Since we had prosperity, who would 
doubt that it was due to the Republicans and their policy of 
protective tariff, protective immigration, and the gold stan-
dard. Why doubt these things and upset the apple cart. As 
long as our gasoline buggy would run, no need to lift up the 
hood for repairs. 
The Democrats met in Kansas City, July 5, 1900. Everyone 
knew Bryan would be nominated again. There seemed to be no 
one else. Had the party felt strong chances of success the 
opponents of Bryan might have presented another candidate. 
Bryan·was to be the only man to receive his party's nomination 
for the presidency three times in spite of faLling to be elec-
ted.3 Adalai Stevenson, vice-president under Cleveland, was 
chosen to run with Bryan. 
The major difficulty in the convention arose over the old 
16-1 issue. The party bosses wanted to exclude the silver is-
sue, recognizing that it had lost its appeal to the alec-
3 Sullivan, op. cit., 99. 
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torate, 4 but Bryan, showing "greater consistency than Wisdom, tt 5 
insisted on the inclusion of the silver issue. It was inclu-
ded in the platform but with only one vote to spare. 6 Bryan 
didn't help his cause in carrying through his pet policy. The 
announcement that the Democratic platform was to contain the 
16-1 issue resulted in a buying rally on the market ttbased on 
the belief that the defeat of the Democratic candidate was cer-
tain.117 
The preamble of the platform reaffirmed 11 our faith in that 
immortal proclamation of the inalienable rights of man," as 
well as allegiance to the Constitution. 8 The platform goes on 
to say that all governments derive their powers from the con-
sent of the governed and that the Constitution follows the 
flag. Imperialism abroad, or a country half Republic and half 
Empire, would, it declared, soon lead to despotism at home. 
The Porto-Rican law is denounced as being the first of imperi-
alistic acts on the part of the Republican party. Freedom for 
the Cubans is also demanded. The Philippines policy is de-
nounced, and the war with the Philippines is regarded as "un-
necessary." The Filipinos are referred to as our "former al-
liesn. First a stable government should be established, then 
4 F. L. Paxson, Recent History of the United States. Houghton 
Mifflin co., New York, 1929, 302. 
5 Rhodes, op. cit., 126. 
6 Oberholtzer, op. cit., 636. 
7 The Economist, Chicago, July 7, 1900, 8. 
8 For references to the Democratic Platform see Appendix 1. 
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we should give them independence and thirdly protect them as 
we had protected the South and Central American Republics. 
The cost of the war is also stated to be more than the returns 
could ever hope to be. They summarized with the statement 
that Imperialism was regarded "as the paramount issue of the 
campaign." 
Private monopolies are denounced and the Dingley tariff 
law is labeled "a trust breeding measure." One paragraph is 
devoted to the reaffirmation of the principles of 1896 with 
respect to unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the ratio 
of 16-1. Sympathy is extended to the heroic Burghers in the 
Boer war,------so, either the war was misnam·ed or the Demo-
crats ware misinformed. 
But perhaps the appeal did not frighten thP. business man 
9 
too much. There was a feeling of "reassurance" after the 
Kansas City convention. 11 We entertain no doubt as to what the 
essential decision will be," stated the same paper. 10 "The 
doings of the Convention have had no effect on business one 
way or the other," states another financial journal. 11 
Though not nearly as colorful a.s that of 1896, the cam-
paign of 1900 was distinguished for the number of parties that 
entered the lists, 12 though none of them equalled the Popu-
9 The Commercial and Financial Chronicle, July ?, 1900, 5. 
10 !bid., 6. --
11 ~Economist, Chicago, July?, 1900, ?. 
12 John Holladay Latane, America as a World Power. Harper 
Brothers, New York, 1~07. 
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lists in their following in 1896, Not ~11 had their own can-
didates, but all spoke their piece and received publicity. 
The Social Democrats convened at Chicago, September 29, 
and suggested abolition of wa.r and the substitution of inter-
national arbitration. The machinery of production belongs to 
the people, they said. No comments were made regarding Imperi-
13 
alism. The Peoole's (Fusion Faction) Party met at Sioux 
City. Xhey denounced changing a "war for humanity into a war 
of conquest."14 The Prohibition Platform regretted that the 
President drank wine and that we were unable to prohibit the 
American saloon on subjugated soil. 15 The Fusion Populists 
nominated Bryan, as did the Silver Republicans who also exten-
16 ded their sympathy to the.south Africans. The Socialist 
Labor, United Christian and Uniop Reform parties also made 
17 
nominations. 
On the whole it can be said that the conventions end plat-
18 forms roused but little interest. The periodicals and news-
papers of June and July, 1900, carried far more articles on 
China alone, than on the conventions. Of twenty-five leading 
13 Kirk H. Porter, National Party Platforms. Macmillan,. New 
York, 1924, 240. 
14 Ibid., 220. 
19 Ibid., 226. 
16 Stua~t Lewis, Partl Principles and Practical Politics. 
Prentice Hall Inc., New York, 1928, 114, ff. 
17 Ibid. 
18 171r. Dunn, From Harrison to Harding. G. P. Putnam's Sons, 
New York, 1922, 330. 
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articles for July in the American Review of Reviews, seven ar-
ticles dealt with the Far East, and but two with the campaign. 
For the month of August there were seven articles on China, 
one on the Philippines and none on the campaign. The Septem-
ber issue had six articles on China and not until October did 
articles of a political nature equal the space devoted·to 
China. 19 The first three pages of the Literary Digest for 
July 7, 1900, the week of the Democratic Convention, were de-
voted to affairs in China. Hareer's New Monthly Magazine for 
June 1900, had one ar_t icle on the Boers and none on the poli-
tical scene. The very influential North American Review for 
July, 1900, published three articles on China, two on South 
Africa and the Boers and one on the campaign. 
While our Democratic Convention did not disturb the finan-
ciers, the problems of China did. The money market in London 
was especially affected and Chinese bonds became unsalable. 
The financiers and industrialists would have liked to have 
known 11 whether all heathendom is to be marshalled against all 
h d "00 0 risten om in a war •• ~. 
In preparation for the future it was thus expedient to 
21 
send missionaries to the Filipinos who were the "usual 
worthless Malay type." 22 
19 American Monthly Review of Reviews, July-October, 1900. 
20 The Economist, July 2, 1900, 69. 
21 A. W. Dunn, op. cit., 280 
22 Henry Adams, Letters of Henry Adams. ~dit. by W. P. Ford, 
Houghton Mifflin, New York, 1938, 215. 
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CHAPTER XI 
BRYAN AND ROOSEVELT SPEAK, 
AUGUST, 1900 
Bryan had· succeeded in forcing the old silver issue into 
the platform of the Democratic party, against the wishes of 
the party. This caused many Anti-imperialists to fall away 
from Bryan or at best to choose him as the lesser of two 
evils. A month after the convention, Bryan spoke at Indiana-
polis, Indiana, accepting the nomination. After making many 
general comments on plutocracy versus democracy and the dan-
gers of placing the value of the dollar before the value .of 
man, Mr, Bryan goes on to speak of the Philippine question. 
He omits saying anything about the question of 16-1. He 
. 2 
11 scorned to discuss the dollar." Apparently he had merely 
insisted on inserting it in the platform to save face and had 
begun to realize that the election could never be won on this 
issue Which no longer was vital to a people who had accepted 
the gold standard and were prosperous. 
The bulk of the acceptance speech carries out the idea 
1 F. L. Paxson, Recent History of u.s. Houghton Mifflin, New 
York, 1928, 305. 
2 W. H. White, "The Election of 1900", Annals of the American 
Academf of Political and Social Science. XVII, Philadel-
phia, 901, 53. 
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of the paramountcy of the issue of imperialism. 3 The fact that 
the Democrats supported the President in a war of liberation 
is stressed. The Republicans are accused among other things, 
of subverting .the issue of the day in their platform in stres-
sing economic matters. 
He mentions his part in the acceptance of the treaty. It 
was accepted by himself, he states, in order that war might be 
ended, the volunteers released and the Filipinos given indepen-
dence. If the treaty had been rejected, he stated, the oppo-
nents of Imperialism would have been held responsible for in-
ternational complications which might have arisen. We note 
here that he does not present any definite plan for giving the 
Filipinos their independence. He rather continues at great 
length, speaking of the evils of Imperialism, the sentiments 
of George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, Patrick Henry, Henry 
Clay, and Abraham Lincoln. He accuses the Republicans of seek-
ing to confuse Imperialism and Expansionism. He justifies 
our expansion into Texas by stating that the Constitution fol-
lowed the flag. 
Bryan reiterates a point made in the platform. Filipinos 
cannot be made citizens without endangering our civilization; 
Filipinos cannot be madA subjects without endangering our form 
of government. The analogy Mr. Bryan offers in recalling the 
3 For references to the acceptance speech, see Appendix 3. 
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position of the colonies in 1776 presupposes that the Filipinos 
would be able to govern themselves. According to Bryan, Admi-
ral Dewey reported the Filipinos to be capable of self govern-
ment----more capable than the Cubans. Bryan then quotes Clay 
as stating t~at "Self-government is the natural government of 
man." Yes, we can govern colonies, we can disregard the,tra-
dition upon which our nation rests, but then we cannot escape 
being tyrants. 
Four principal contentions of the imperialist are next 
answered. To the proposition that we should improve our oppor-
tunity to become a world power, Mr. Bryan states that we have 
been a world power "for more than a century". Our Declaration 
of Independence set a standard for the world and has been co-
pied by many other nations---thus making us leaders in the 
realm of not only political thought but human liberty. The 
point, namely that our commercial interests would be advanced, 
is answered by quotin~ Franklin to the effect that there is 
no justice in spilling blood to obtain trade and that it is 
further unwise to have trade Which must be held in place by 
~rmies and fleets. It is not necessary to own people in order 
to trade with them, he says, While further pointing out that 
the expense is borne by all the people and the profits enjoyed 
by a few. Th-e third is the religious argument. 11 Imperialism 
f-inds no warrant in the Bible," says Bryan, and "The command, 
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•Go ye into all the world and preach the gospel to every crea-
ture', has no Gatling gun attachment." Our missionaries are 
seekers of souls and not sovereignty. 
The last argument hinges about the proposition that it 
would be dishonorable to retreat from the Islands at this 
point. Just because our. flag floats over Manila and Ha.vanna 
is no reason why it should do so forever. It would be better, 
Bryan says, that our flag in the Orient should give way to a 
flag representing the idea of "self-government, than that the 
flag of this Republic should become the flag of an empire." 
"If elected, I will convene Congress in extraordinary session 
as soon as inaugurated and recommend an immediate declaration 
of the Nation's purpose, first, to establish a stable form of 
government in the Philippine Islands, just as we are now esta-
blishing in Cuba; second, to give independence to the Filipi-
nos as we have promised to give independence to the Cubans; 4 
third, to protect the Filipinos from outside interference 
while they work out their destiny, just as we have protected 
5 
the republics of Central and South America." Would the 
4 The fact that the Democratic platform would also leave it up 
to the United States government to determine when indepen-
dence should be granted, is brought out in an article in 
The Nation, New York, LXXI, July 12, 1900. 
5 w ••• tbe modifications introduced in the Monroe Doctrine for 
the comparatively small local question of the Philippines 
will have to be enlarged or extended so far as to embrace 
the vast, complicated and pregnant problem of China." 
North American Review, August, 1900, 172. 
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electorate be able to appreciate here a clear cut distinction 
between the Republican and Democratic plane? Do not both aim 
to establish the ideals of self-government in the new acqui-
sitions?6 
The theory of manifest destiny is also opposed by Bryan. 
This, he says, is the ''subterfuge of the invertebrate", and 
quoting Washington to the effect that the destiny of the repub-
lican form of gov~rnment was in our hands, states that this 
destiny is in the hands of the American people. Our destiny 
must rest on "the foundation stones quarried by revolutionary 
patriots from the mountain of eternal truth. 11 
Bryan concludes his speech by referring again to the pro-
positions enunciated in the Declaration of Independence, es-
pecially that governments derived their just powers from the 
consent of the governed. "Behold a republic gradually but 
surely becoming the supreme moral factor in the world's pro-
gress and the accepted arbiter of the world's disputes. tt 7 
There can be no doubt of the moral force of Bryan's argu-
ments. All who believed in the inalienable rights given to us 
by the Creator and in the principle that the governments derive 
6 See Republican platform, Appendix 2. 
? "But there are other men who put peace ahead of righteous-
ness, and who care so little for facts that they treat fan-
tastic declarations for immediate universal arbitration as 
being valuable, instead of detrimental, to the cause they 
profess to champion, and who seek to make the TJnited States 
impotent for international good under the pretense of making 
us impotent for international evil." 
Roosevelt, op. cit., 254. 
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their powers from the governed and that further militarism and 
empire-building go hand in hand were undoubtedly swayed once 
more by the oratory of William Jennings Bryan. Imperialism 
had been declared to be, according to the Democratic Platform, 
the paramount issue. Bryan did all in his power in this 
speech to make it so. Many felt that the destiny of the Ameri-
can people hung in the balance. If we had always been idealis-
tic, as the quotations from the various leaders of our nation, 
as given by Bryan, would indicate, then certainly, now the 
time had arrived when we were at the crossroads. Either we 
were to continue to be a moral force for righteousness in the 
world, or we too, would become like other nations, land-gra~ 
bing empires----no better than the other boys in the neighbor-
hood. 
The Indianapolis speech was "accepted with enthusiasm'', 8 
and seemed to clearly make of Imperialism the paramount issue 
of the campaign. It seemed as though Bryan had been political-
ly wise in urging the acceptance of the Paris Treaty for he 
really had something to talk about now. The Democrats were 
again able to furnish Bryan With an opportunity to s.tump the 
9 
country and "to speak to the people---his favorite occupationf 
Of course the Republicans had more money and better organiza-
8 w. H. White, op. cit., 65. 
9 A. W. ~1nn, 02• cit., 345. 
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tion. At the opening of the campaign the Republicans con-
trolled 33% more dailies and weeklies in the ten doubtful 
states than did the Democrats. 10 The able manager Hanna had 
again collected a quarter million dollars from the Standard 
Oil Company, 11 a gift identical to that made in 1896, and ap-
proved by John D. Rockefeller. 
McKinley did little in the way of speaking. The oratori-
cal opposition to Bryan came mainly from Theodore Roosevelt. 
Roosevelt easily attracted as much attention as Bryan,---after 
all, people had been listening to Bryan for many years. Roose-
velt added some, color and interest to the campaign Which would 
have erstwhile been placid and dull. 12 In Nebraska, Bryan's 
13 
state, Roosevelt made 13 speeches a day. Teddy represented 
nationalism in the most complete and popular sense. He ridi-
culed the Anti-imperialists. "'We are a nation .of men and not 
a nation of weaklingstu. 14 His clenched fist and display of 
teeth appealed to the red-blooded Americans. Even the fact 
that he had been a weak and sickly child and was now robust, 
seemed to strike a sympathetic cord in the electorate. He re-
presented life, strength, progress and plenty of fight. He re-
presented the energy of the new-born century. 
10 w. H. White, op. cit., ?0. 
11 Allan Nevins, John D~ Rockefeller. Chas. Scribner's Sons, 
New York, 1940, 512. 
12 A. W. Dunn, op. cit., 345. 
13 Oberholtzer, op. cit., 643. 
14 Ibid., 644. 
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Roosevelt stressed Expansion rather than Imperialism. As 
he explained it, Expansion was to be identified with true pa-
triotism. 11 •••• no one did more than he to bring before the 
American people the idea of a supreme duty of loyalty to the 
living, growing, vital nation that was at once an organic ac-
tuality and that seemed to possess a manly authentic persona-
lity.u15 The main emphasis in the last decade of the century, 
"in the teaching of history was a narrow type of patriotism.nl6 
The swashbuckling Roosevelt, often wearing his sombrero, made 
a more concrete appeal to the people than the proponents of the 
more negative slogan of no-imperialism. There was "something 
spiritual and abstract" about Bryan's plea, when compared to 
the Republican slogan of the full dinner pail. 17 Roosevelt 
defended the policies of the administration. 18 On all prob-
lems other than that of Expansion he spoke conservatively and 
criticized his opponents' attacks on the business interests. 19 
There were other capable speakers for the Republican ide-
ology, and one of the best was their campaign manager Mark 
Hanna, with his easy and ingratiating platform manners, who 
also did much to .destroy the fears instilled by Bryan. 20 The. 
15M. Curti, OR• cit., 199. 
16 Ibid., 215. 
17 ~tone, OR• cit., 76. 
18 Rhodes, OR• cit., 141. 
19 Matthew Joseph~on, The President Makers. Harcourt Brace 
and co., New York, 1940, 112. 
20 Hacker and Kendrick, op. cit., 360. 
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workingman was won over when he spoke to them and was no lon-
ger in their eyes a "bloated plutocrat." The new Secretary of 
war, Elihu Root, explained that the country flourished because 
the government did not interfere with business and labor. 21 
More and more, the Republicans began to stress the condi-
tion of prosperity. The supremacy of AExpansion 11 seemed to 
have been brief. Prosperity was to be made the issue by the 
Republicans. "The Republican party was able, because of its 
superior organization and resources, to suggest its own sub-
ject for debate.n 22 The condition of prosperity was of course 
important. "As long as our exports keep steadily favorable, 
' the Republicans may commit all the crimes of the penal code 
with impunity •••• n23 As long as prosperity reigned, the "ca-
lamity prophet" would have a hard fight. 24 
21M. Josephson, op. cit., 112. 
22 w. H. White, op. cit., 65. 
23 H. Adams, Letters o{, op. oit., 219. 
24 Chicaio Tribune, October 6, 1900. 
~--------'"i 
,, 
CHAPTER XII 
McKINLEY•S ACCEPTANCE, SEPTEMBER, 1900 
A month after Bryan had ~poken, McKinley's letter of ac-
ceptance was published. This letter, two-thirds of Which was 
1 devoted to the Philippines question, seems to reply to Bryan. 
He devotes more space to refuting the doctrine of 16-1 than 
Mr. Bryan did in speaking for it. The electorate is a.ppealed 
to, merely to reaffirm their opinion of four years ago. Fi-
gures are given to show that our total money supply, as well 
as our per capita supply was increased. Figures are given to 
prove an advancing foreign t~ade. Receipts for customs and 
internal revenue are shown to have increased while expenditures 
ba.ve decrfll!a.P-ed. Prosperity has been proved. 
With respect to the.question of Imperialism, the war is 
reviewed and the peace negotiations outlined. The war has 
brought us new duties and responsibilities. We cannot shirk 
the moral obligations of our victory. We cannot turn the Phi-
lippines over to another power. 11 We must either bold them or 
turn them back to Spain. 11 Quoting himself as of the 5th of 
May, 1899, to Jacob Gould Schurman, stationed in Manila, 
McKinley said: liThe President earnestly desires the cessation 
1 Rhodes, OE• cit., 138. 
2 See Appendix 4 for references to McKinley's Letter Of 
Acceptance. 55 
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of bloodshed and that the people of the Philippine Islands, at 
an early date, shall have the largest measure of self-govern-
ment consistent with peace and good order." 
In spite of these overtures to peace, the commissioners 
informed the President: 11 We were attacked by a bold, adven-
t.urous and enthusiastic army. 11 Thus we had to stay "until the 
insurgents are reduced to submission." The commissioners fur-
ther informed the President that if we withdrew, the Philip-
pines would lapse into anarchy. "Thus the welfare of the Fi-
lipinos coincides with the dictates of national honor in for-
bidding our abandonement of the archipelago." 
McKinley states that he believed that the insurrection 
practically ended in March, 1900. William ·H. Taft was appoin-
ted to head a new commission. This commission reported that 
many Filipinos wanted peace and that the Filipino peoples were 
not now fit for self-government. 3 
McKinley further denies that there was any alliance be-
tween our soldiers and the insurgents. 11 Long before their 
leader had reached Manila they had resolved, if the commander 
of the American Navy would g.i ve them arms with Which to fight 
the Spanish Army, they would later turn upon us, which they 
3 General Lawton reported on July 8 from Manila in a private 
letter to Col. Da~id Day of Durango, Colorado, that the Fili-
pinos will be "before many years have passed" better.Ameri-
cans than some born in the United States. Con~ressiona~ 
Record, Vol. 33, part. 8, (56th Congress), p.6674. 
r-------------~ 
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did murderously •••• " So apparently JlcKinley admits that we 
furnished the insurrectionists with arms. 
In concluding, McKinley states that Imperialism has no 
place in the creed or conduct of the party of the Administra-
tion. That party, he sta.tes, "was builded and now rests" upon 
the rock of freedom. The North and South have been strength-
ened by the common sacrifices in the Spanish war. "The nation 
faces the new century gratefully and hopefully, with increasing 
love of country, with firm faith in its free institutions and 
with high resolve that they 'shall not perish from the earth.' 
Very Respectfully Yours, 
William McKinley." 
If the importance of Imperialism as an issue ie to be 
measured by the relative space devoted to it by both Bryan and 
McKinley in their acceptance speeches, then Imperialism was 
certainly the paramount issue. McKinley's letter was obvious-
ly a reply to Bryan's speech of acceptance. The fact that 
McKinley devoted as much space to Imperialism as he did was 
perhaps more of a tribute to Bryan's oratory which needed a 
reply, than it was an indicator of public interest. 
William H. White, in his article "The Election of 1900", 
quoted above, tells us that Expansion was not long an issue. 
After a most thorough study of the literature of the period, 4 
4 w. H. White, op. cit., 65. 
-
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he tells us that "Expansion or Imperialism degenerated from a 
paramount issue, involving the future of our political ideals 
to subsidiary theme in a chorus of captious criticism upon the 
party in poweJ;. u A full and free discussion of the desirabil-
ity of an Asiatic colonial policy 11 was averted, perhaps for all 
time, perhaps only temporarily, by the operations of the rna-
chine of party organization which in the interests of the party 
took from the American people the opportunity to decide its 
future attitude toward colonization in general, and toward the 
Philippine Islands in particular. 5 
The view that prosperity and the full dinner pail were 
more important to the average voter than Imperialism is held 
by most historians of the period. Prosperity, and not foreign 
policy, was of greater concern. 6 The argument of the t·ull 
dinner pail increased its hold upon the voter as the campaign 
advanced.? 11 Prosperity and the efficient management of Hanna 
brought the expected victory.uB The electorate was more inter-
ested in wages, the.price of wheat and hogs, than in the Dec-
laration of Independence or the condition of the Filipinos. 9 
According to the survey of newspaper opinion by the 
5 Ibid. 
6 Foster Rhea Dulles, Twentieth Century America, 44. 
7 F. L. Paxson, Recent Hietorl of u. S., 305. • 
8 H. v. Faulkner, American Political and Social Historl• F.S. 
Crofts, New York, 1939, 550. 
9 Claude G. Bowers, Beveridge and the Progressive Era. Houghton 
Mifflin, Cambridge, Mass., 1932, 135. 
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Literary Digest, 10 there seemed to be but little agreement in 
the country as to the "paramountcy" of any issue. Was it sil-
ver or was it Imperialism. 11 Not only do Democratic and Repub-
lican papers disagree on the queetion •••• but the Democrats of 
the East and South disagree with the Democrats of the West, 
and the Republicans of the West disagree with the Republi~ans 
of the East.n 11 Perhaps McKinley's speech had the effect of 
denying both silver and Imperialism as issues. He advocated 
that we vote to continue the prosperity which had been brought 
about by a wise Republican business-like administration. 
10 Literary Digest, August 11, 1900. 
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CHAPTER XIII 
PRE-ELECTION SUMMARY 
There were many parties in the field and many issues de-
bated. To some extent we should be able to determine the 
strength of the issues by the ferocity of the arguments 
brought out just before the election, after both candidates 
had felt their way in the vortex of public opinion. Those la-
ter arguments would be freshest in the minds of the voters. 
Issues originally stressed but later dropped by the candidates 
themselves should be regarded as less important than those 
retained and re-emphasized. 
Silver seemed to be such an issue. It had long been dis-
credited, but in view of the fact that Bryan insisted on its 
inclusion in the Democratic Platform, against the wishes of 
the party bosses, it must be considered. The condition of 
prosperity, the increase in the supply of gold, the improved 
condition. of the Treasury and the passage of the Gold Standard 
Act, all served to relegate 16-1 to the background. "A ridi-
culous proposal," it was called. 1 The Boston Post, an inde-
pendent Democratic paper, said that the silver issue had be-
come "purely academic", 2 and Bryan in a speech less than two 
1 Commercial and Financial Chronicle, July 14, 1900, 54. 
2 Literary Di~est, July 21, 1900, 63, 
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weeks after the convention at Kansas did not refer to silver.3 
Chairman Jones of the Democratic National Committee said at 
that time that Imperialism and Trusts are the issues. 4 In 
August, Bryan in his acceptance speech did not refer to sil-
ver. He had apparently realized its weakness. 
But the Republicans refused to let the Democrats forget 
that they had included it in their platform. In September, 
McKinley refer:tted to Bryan's stand on the Money question as 
heretical and said that 16-1 menace "still hangs over us." 
The Republicans said that silver was the issue which the Demo-
crats were hiding in the belly of their platform as the sol-
dier hid in the Trojan horee. 5 Bryan had only "the dish of. 
horrors of 16-llf to serve us, said Judge Vi. H. Peckham in the 
6 New York Evening Post. It was said that Bryan refused to 
answer as to whether he would pay t?e nation's debts in gold 
? 
or silver, and lest the voter forget, he was reminded on the 
fourth of November that the money question was the paramount 
issue. 8 Though silver had been discredited, the Democratic 
platform spoke for it, and the Republicans were not going to 
let the oouortunity pass. They continued to speak against 
16-1 though the Democratic candidate avoided it. 
3 Ipid., 65. 
4 Ibid. 
b Chicago Daily Tribune, October 6, 1900. 
6 Literary Digest, Octooer 20, 1900, 456. 
7 Chicago Daily Tribune, October 25, 1900. 
8 Ibid., November 4, 1~00. 
-
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There were many anti-Imperialists who could, however, 
not bring themselves to vote for Bryan because of his "un-
62 
sound" money position. Oswald Garrison Villard and his Eve-
-
ning Post werP. in favor of gold, and, though anti-Imperialist, 
9 
sat on the fence in the campaign. Cleveland wrote to Judson 
Harmon, 11 as between imperialism and a continued struggle 
against sound money, you and,many other good and patriotic 
Democrats see more danger in the first. The latter, and much 
10 
more trouble we would surely get with Bryan". The voters 
were not interested in experiments and were satisfied with the 
new Gold Standard Law. 11 
The end of silver as an issue and Bryan's silence on the 
16-1 proposition, did not remove from him the stigma of un-
soundness, for the money question implied a good deal more than 
the silver issue. Rockefeller feared Bryan's hostility to 
12 trusts. The support that Bryan had had in 1896 from the un-
employed and the farmers in debt could not be counted on in 
this period of prosperity. 13 Bryanism had come to stand for 
not only 16-1, but had over a period of years come to stand 
for the standard of the dissatisfied. Bryan still, it was 
9 Villard, o;e. cit., 141. 
10 Allan Nevins, Grover Cleveland. Dodd Mead and co., New 
York, 1938, 747. 
11 Noyes, 0)2· cit., 292. 
12 A. Nevins, Jonn D. Rockefeller. Dodd Mead and co., New 
York, 512. 
New York, May, 1900, 314. 13 The Forum, Forum Publishing co., 
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claimed 7 made attacks on employers of labor and attempted to 
stir up class feeling. 14 He expressed anti-trust sentiments;5 
Democratic publications at the time of the campaign referred 
. 
to the President as a king whose throne was a pyramid of 
gold. 16 The New York Tribune referred to Bryan as a dangerous 
enemy to the social order. 17 
But even on an anti-trust plank Bryan would not present 
a clear front. In the middle of October Bryan appAared in 
New York City. He was the guest of croker the Tammany Leader, 
and many Tammany men had been found to be implicated in the 
Ice Trust. When Bryan came out with the statement: 11 Great 
is Tammanyl and its prophet is Croker, 11 he made both there-
formers and the anti-imperialists unhappy. 18 The connections 
of Croker with questionable political practices and this fact 
was even apprecia.ted by the English. The London T~, just 
prior to the election spoke of Mr. Croker, mentioning that he 
had been indicted for murder 7 and that he was proposing to 
throw election inspectors into the streets of New York City. 
"Gutter journalism has now taken up Mr. Croker's call to vio-
lence .•.• this appeal, addressed to the Democratic Clubs and 
Societies of the United States, is signed by Mr. Hearst, who 
14 Chicago Tribune, Oct. 7, 1900. 
15 !Era., oct. 26, 1900. 
16 wrrliam McKinley and the G.O.P. Under the X-Ray, (£!1.) 241. 
17 Literary Digest. Oct. 27, 1900, 483. 
18 Ibid. 
, 
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owns this sheet [Journa~] as 'President of the National Asso-
ciation of Democratic Clubs'. To that depth have the Democra-
tic Clubs descended. 1119 Bryan is blamed in that he in no way 
disavows the plans of Mr. Croker to.the use of violence if 
necessary to "manage'' the election. The same paper goes on 
to say that betting odds on McKinley were five to one and of-
fered in thousands of dollars. The issue, they said, was 
"Bryanism 11 which stood for free silver, disturbance of indus-
20 try and the surrender of the Philippines. 
Mr. Bryan's connection with Mr. Hearst also made the anti-
imperialists unha.ppy. Mr. Bryan had suggested that .Mr. Hearst 
start a paper in Chicago. The result was the Herald for Which 
Mr. Hearst was made. President of the National Democratic 
Clubs. But many voters had not forgotten that Mr. Hearst 
helped to stimulate the war fever and so was hardly a good bed 
fellow for the representive of anti-imperialism. 
Militarism or imperialism could not be issues, said the 
Chicago Tribune, for anyone could see that we could never be-
come militaristic. To prove the point a summary of De Tocque-
ville's book on Democracy in America was given. 21 "The cry of 
19 Times, London, November 1,2,3,4,5, 1900. 
20 Many American periodicals also finally came to the decision 
that "Bryanism 11 and not any other 11 Ism 11 was the "paramount 
issue". Bryanism seemed to include the silver issue, anti-
trust feeling, and anti-imperialism. 
21 Chicago Tribune, October 14, 1900. 
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imperialism is simply a pretext of the Democratic leaders to 
save themselves", said an article in the North American Re-
~.22 This same magazine print~d an article by a Rev. F. W. 
Farrar who stated that imperialism meant tha.t we were 11 bound 
to uphold, even at the cost of war, and in spite of all hazards 
the Empire over tho.se vast regions which the Providence of God 
has placed under our dominion •••• " TWo weeks before the elec-
tion it was suggested that anti-imperialism or anti-expansion-
ism might well wait until after the election so that we could 
"address ourselves to the defeat of the Republican party, with-
out at the same time presenting principles and candidates more 
objectionable than theirs.« 23 We w~re not to have a 11 Scuttle 11 
policy, said McKinley. 24 
If we did not take the Philippines, other nations would. 
We had good reason to believe this for the Germans had manifes-
ted an interest in the islands. Their ships were in the harbor 
of Manila with Dewey's. A fleet of five German yessels under 
Vice-Admiral Diederich appeared on June 17. 25 
If our becoming imperialistic or not really depended on 
the election, i. e., if Imperialism was really the issue, one 
might have expected the East to be greatly interested, even 
22 North American Review, S_eptember 1900, 298. 
23 Literary Digest, October 20, 1900, lXI, 456. 
24 Sullivan, op. cit., 514. 
25 S. F. Bemis, A biglomatic H~story of the United States. 
Henry Holt and co., New York, 1936, 466. 
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though we were not too excited ourselves. The Japan Weekl¥ 
Mail, however, for the summer and fall of 1900 makes but few 
references to our campaign and election. Rather than fearing 
our imperialism the paper goes further to say that we were 
hardly reconciled to our new position of importance in the Far 
East. 26 We were but novices, they inferred. 
Taft referred to the Filipinos as our "little brown bro-
thers,11 but most Americans probably agreed with the soldier 
who said: 11 He may be a brother of Big Bill Taft, but he aintt 
no brother of mine. 1127 People listened to Bryan when he said, 
11 Wars of conquest have their origin in covetousness and the 
history of the human race has been written in characters of 
blood, because rulers have looked with longing eyes upon the 
28 lands of others". They listened respectfully and cheered 
him. Then they marched to the polls to vote----for McKinley. 29 
26 Japan Dailz Mail, Yokahama, July-December, 1900, XXXIV, 491. 
27 Sullivan, op. cit., ?. 
28 W. J. Bryan, Speeches of William Jennin!s Brzan, edited by 
himself. Funk and Wagnaiis, New York, 913, II, 6. 
29 Bowers, op. cit., 135. 
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CHAPTER XIV 
ELECTION RESULTS 
The population of the United States in 1900 was 75,994,5?5 
and of this total 18 per cent cast a vote. Many members of 
both parties plainly refrained from voting. 1 
The popular vote for McKinley was ?,220,000 against 
6,359,000 for Bryan. The President's electoral vote totaled 
292 as compared with Bryan's 155. Ji. Republican congress was 
again elected. Out side of the solid South, Bryan carried 
Colorado, Idaho, Montana and Nevada. 2 ~Tebraska, Bryants own 
state, as well as Kansas, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming came 
over to the Republice.ns. Kentucky was the only state previ-
ously held which was now lost to the Administration. Bryan 
was not only def.eated in his own state, but in his own city 
and precinct as we11. 3 Some called the election a landslide, 4 
t~ough .McKinJ.ey received but fifty-two per cent of the total 
popular vote, as compared to fifty-one per cent in 1896. Eu-
gene Debs the Socialist candidate received 94,800 votes and 
Barker the Populist received 50,900. 
In spite of the fact that but a small percentage 9f the 
1 Latane, o~. cit., 132 •. 
2 Hacker an Kendrick, o~. cit., 
3 Sullivan, ot. cit. , 5 9. 
4 Walter Mill s, op. cit., 409. 
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population had cast a ballot, the election was generally con-
ceded to have been a mandate from the people, 5 endo~sing the 
Republican Administration. The free silver 11 heresy 11 was buried 
again, as was populism. The suggestion that Republicanism was 
linked with big business didn't seem to disturb that fifty-two 
per cent of the electorate. The majority of the electorate 
were willing to march ahead into the drama of world politics, 
arm in arm with prosperity, rather than turn about and repudi-
ate the steps we had so successfully taken with the Republican 
administration. 
5 Lester Burrell Shippee, Recent American History. Macmillan 
Co., New York, 1930, 263, and also 
s. E. Morrison, The Oxford History of the United States. II, 
Oxford University Press, 424, which refers to it as 11 a clear 
mandate." 
r,..---------___, 
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CHAPTER XV 
OONOLUSIOlf 
One hundred years before the election of 1900, we had 
less than one-fourth of the territory we then occupied. Our 
population was in 1800 less than one-fourteenth of what of what 
it was in 1900. Our whole history had been a story of expan-
sion. With the frontier in the continental limits of the Uni-
ted States at an end in 1890, we almost automatically looked 
about for new fields. At the turn of the century we had 
achieved economic maturity and become creditors instead of 
debtors. 
The entire "civilized" world was in an imperialistic mood. 
Britain was subduing South Africa; Belgium, France and Germany 
were active in Africa. European powers were gaining concessione 
in China. The British lion was inviting the American eagle to 
join· her in the Far East. 
We finally went into a 11war for humanity" and acquired as 
a consequence, for $20,000,000, the Philippine Islands. Our 
position in the Islands, in addition to holding the Hawaiian 
Islands, would be more consistent with the new attitude we had 
taken. We had "established" an "open door" policy and announcec 
· to the rest of the world that we were interested in the Far 
East. Our success in the Spanish-American war served to draw 
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the attention of the rest of the world to us and retention of 
the Philippines became necessary to put teeth in our n~w com-
mitments in the Far East. 
In view of our past, it is thus not too difficult to see 
why we participated in the imperialistic spirit of the period. 
These forces leading to expansion were very strong. Our 
business men believed expansion was necessary and they were 
seconded by politicians eager for their support. The discus• 
sions of "Imperialism" seem to fall somewhat into the back-
ground as being academic, when compared to actual forces at 
work pulling ue into the vortex of world affairs. We plunged 
into 11 an inevitable war to conquer the Philippines •••• We must 
protect Manila and the foreign interests •••• ," said one of the 
keenest of American critics. 1 
The war was short and successful and stimulated our na-
tional pride. Our Open Door policy was a patt'ern for the 
world. Our interests in the world had grown. Should we now 
deny our own success and achievemen~s? Should we repudiate 
our successful administration by turning the Islands over to 
anarchy and let come Who would take them? The Filipinos had 
begun an insurrection against us. Should we cowardly run away? 
Of course not. We had to stay and see it through. 
The discussions, then, of 11 Imperialism" seemed somewhat 
1 Letters of Henry Adams, op. cit., 208. 
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academic. We would, if necessary, rationalize about our new 
position, but we would not turn our backs on our achievements 
which were so very much in keeping with the spirit of the fa-
mily of nations. However, in view of the fact that we had al-
ways professed to a principle of "isolation" it would be neces-
sary to reconcile our new situation with the old ideology. 
And so we talked of Imperialism. The mer.e fact that the elec-
tion lacked color and excitement would of itself indicate that 
our consideration of Imperialism was only a discussion and not 
a debate to determine policy. After all the war had been 
fought two years before the election; the Peace treaty had been 
ratified over a year and a half; the Philippine insurrection 
was equally old; the Open Door policy was several months old. 
Our government had already embarked upon the waters of Imperi-
alism and the port of Conquest was in sight. Should we now 
turn back? Of course not. We discussed the wisdom of taking 
the journey which was well nigh completed. At most, the dis-
cussion would result in recomendations pro or con similar 
journeys in the future. 
"Imperialism is the paramount issue," asserted the Demo-
cratic platform. If Imperialism was unquestionably the para-
mount issue, it perhaps would not have been necessary for the 
Democrats to call it that. Perhaps the insistence of the Demo-
cratic platform and the statements of Mr. William Jennings 
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Bryan could make us just slightly suspicious that other issues 
might exist or arise to contend for supremacy. The space de-
voted to Imperialism, as indicated above, in the speech of 
William McKinley was perhaps a necessary reply so that the par-
ty in power could not be accused of failing to meet Bryants 
challenge. Once having answered him, and allayed the fears of 
those whose minds were not yet made up, the party in power 
could then proceed through the media of its greater organiza~ 
tion and wealth to create, or to point out, other issues to 
the electorate. 
With respect to the discussion of Imperialism, there was 
much confusion. In the first place the leader, William Jen-. 
nings Bryan, failed to present himself to the electorate as the 
uncompromising candidate of anti-imperialism. He had been in 
favor of the war, had accepted a commission in it, had been 
the man responsible for the ratification of the Treaty of Paris 
and had now spoken of establishing sound government in the Phi-
lippines before granting them independence. 
In addition to this, the electorate was faced with the 
problem of determining whether Bryan represented anti-imperia-
lism, free ~ilver, or just simply what came to be called 
Bryanism. A study of the press by the Literary Digest was en-
titled"Imperialism or Silver", and showed that there was not 
much agreement as to which was the issue. 
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The confusion thus aided the Republicans establish "Pros-
perity" as the issue of the campaign. Of course the fact that 
we had prosperity also helped them~ W. H. White contends that 
it was superior machine politics that caused the switch from 
Imperialism as an issue to Prosperity~ 2 This view, however, 
fails to take into account the existence of prosperity and con-
fusion among the Democrats, factors more fundamental than Re-
publican machinery. Imperialism as an issue had been robbed 
of its vitality by the condition of prosperity if not by the 
fact of our international sucpesses. A:dmiral Dewey was, and 
perhaps still is, 3 more heroic to the young nat'1on asserting 
its sovereignty among the family of nations, than the biblical 
Mr. Bryan. 
2 w. H. White, oe. cit., 67 
3 Time, October 28, 1946. 11 Admiral Dewey was doing alright 
[sic]. A Manhattan picture-framing firm, totaling up its 
year•s orders, discovered that, after General MacArthur and 
Eisenhower, the Awniral was still the most famed warrior." 
r 
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Appendix 1 
Democratic Platform of 19001 
We, the representatives of the Democratic party of the 
United States assembled in National Convention, on the Anniver-
sary of the adoption of the Declaration of Independence, do re-
affirm our faith in that immortal proclamation of the inaliena-
ble rights of man, and our allegiance to the Constitution 
framed in harmony therewith by the fathers of the Republic. 
We hold With the United States Supreme Court that the Declara-
tion of Independence is the spirit of our government, of which 
the Constitution is the form and letter. 
We declare again that all governments instituted among 
men d~rive their just powers from the consent of the governed; 
that any government not based upon the consent of the governed 
is a tyranny; and that to impose upon any people a government 
of force is to substitute the methods of imperialism for those 
of a republic. We hold that the Constitution follows the flag, 
and denounce the doctrine that an Executive or Congress deri-
ving their existence and their powers from the Constitution can 
exercise lawful authority beyond it or in violation of it. We 
assert that no nation can long endure half republic and half 
empire, and we warn the American people that imperialism abroad 
will lead quickly and inevitably to despotism at home. 
Believing in these fundam~ntal principles, we denounce the 
Porto Rican Law, enacted by a Republican Congress against the 
protest and opposition of the Democratic minority, as a bold 
and open violation of the nation's organic law and a flagrant 
breach of the national good faith. It imposes upon the people 
of Porto Rico a government without their consent and taxation 
without representation. It dishonors the American people by 
repudiating a solemn pledge made in their behalf by the Com-
manding General of our Army, Which the Porto Ricans welcomed to 
a peaceful and unresisted occupation of their land. It dooms 
to poverty and distress a people whose helplessness appeals 
with peculiar force to our justice and magnanimi.ty. In this, 
the first act of its imperialistic programme, the Republican 
party seeks to commit the United StatAs to a colonial policy, 
inconsistent with republican institutions and condemned by the 
---------
1 Kirk H. Porter, National Partl Platforms, Macmillan Co., New 
York, 1924, 210. 
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Supreme Court in numerous decisions. 
We demand the prompt and honest fulfillment of our pledge 
to the Cuban people and the world that the United States has no 
disposition nor intention to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction 
or control over the Island of Cuba, except for its pacification 
The war ended nearly two years ago, profound peace reigns over 
all the island, and still the administration keeps the govern-
ment of the island from its people, While Republican carpet-bag 
officials plunder its revenues and exploit the colonial theory, 
to the disgrace of the American peonle. 
We pondemn and denounce the Philippine policy of the pres-
ent administration. It has involved the Republic in an unnec-
essary war, sacrificed the lives of many of our noblest sons, 
and placed the United States, previously known and applauded 
throughout the world as the champion of freedom, in the false 
and un-American position of crushing with military force the 
efforts of our former allies to achieve liberty and self-govern 
ment. The Filipinos cannot be citizens without endangering our 
civilization; they cannot be subjects without imperiling our 
form of government; and as we are not willing to surrender our 
civilization now to convert the Republic into an empire, we 
favor an immediate declaration of the nat ion t s purpose to give, 
the Filipinos first, a stable form of government; second, in-
dao~ndence; and third, protection from outside interference, 
such as has been given for nearly a century to the republics 
of Central and South America. 
The greedy commercialism which dictated the Philippine po-
licy of the Republican administration attempts to justify it 
with the plea that it will pay; but even this sordid and,un-
worthy plea fails when brought to the test of facts. The war 
of 'criminal aggression' against the Filipinos, entailing an 
annual expense of many millions, bas already cost more than any 
possible profit that could accrue from the entire Philippine 
trade for years to come. Furthermore, when trade is extended 
at the expense of liberty, the price is always too high. 
We are not opposed to territorial expansion when it takes 
in desirable territory which can be erected into States in the 
Union, and whose people are willing and fit to become American 
citizens. We favor trade expansion by every pe~ceful and legi-
timate means. &1t we are unalterably opposed to seizing or 
purchasing distant islands to be governed outside the Constitu-
tion, and whose people can never become citizens. 
We are in favor of extending the Republic's influence a-
mong the nations, but we believe that that influence should be 
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extended not by force and violence, but through the persuasive 
power of a high and honorable example. 
The importance of other questions, now pending before the 
American people is no wise diminished and the Democratic party 
takes no backward step from its position on them, but the burn-
ing issue of imperialism growing out of the Spanish war in-
volves the very existence of the Republic and the destruction 
of our free institutions. We regard it as the paramount issue 
of the campaign. 
The declaration in the Republican platfor~ adopted at the 
Philadelphia Convention, held in June, 1900, that the Republi-
can party 'steadfastly adheres to the policy announced in the 
Monroe Doctrine' is manifestly insincere and deceptive. This 
profession is·contradicted by the avowed policy of that party 
in opposition to the spirit of the Monroe Doctrine to acquire 
and hold sovereignty over large areas of territory and large 
numbers of people in the Eastern Hemisphere. We insist on the 
strict maintenance of the Monroe Doctrine in all its integrity, 
both in letter and in spirit, as necessary to prevent the ex-
tension of European authority on this Continent and as essen-
tial to our supremacy in American affairs. At the same time we 
declare that no American people shall ever be held by force in 
unwilling subjection to European authority. 
We oppose militarism. It means conquest abroad and inti-
midation and oppression at home. It means the strong arm which 
has ever been fatal to free institutions. It is what millions 
of our citizens have fled from in Europe. It will impose upon 
our peace loving people a large standing army and unnecessary 
burden of taxation, and Will be a constant menace to their lib-
erties. A small standing army and a well-disciplined state mi-
litia are amply sufficient in time of peace. This republic bas 
no place for a vast military establishment, a sure forerunner 
of compulsory military service and conscription. When the na-
tion is in danger the volunteer soldier is his country's best 
defender. The National Guard of tbe United States should ever 
be cherished in the patriotic hearts of a free people. Such 
organizations are ever an element of strength and safety. For 
the first time in our history, and coeval with the Philippines 
conquest, has there been a wholesale departure from our time 
honored and approved system of volunteer organization. We De-
nounce it as Un-American, Un-Democratic, and Un-Republican, and 
as a subversion of the anci~nt.and fixed principles of a· free 
people. 
Private monopolies are indefensible and intol~rable. They 
destroy competition, control the price of all material and of 
the finished product, thus robbing both producer and c;nsumer. 
r 
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They lessen the employment of labor, and arbitrarily fix the 
terms and conditions thereof; and deprive individual energy and 
small capital of their opportunity of betterment. 
They are the most efficient means yet devised for appro-
priating the fruits of industry to the benefit of the few at 
the expense of the many, and unless their insatiate greed is 
checked, all wealth will be aggregated in a few hands and the 
Republic destroyed. The dishonest paltering with the trust 
evil by the Republican party in State and National platforms is 
conclusive proof ·of the truth of the charge that trusts are the 
legitimate product of Republican policies, that they are fos-
tered by the Republican laws, and that they are protected by 
the Republican administration, in return for campaign subscrip-
tions and political support. 
We pledge the Democratic party to an unceasing warfare in 
nation, state and city against private monopoly in every form. 
Existing laws against trusts must be enforced and more strin-
gent ones must be enacted providing for publicity as to the af-
fairs of corporations engaged in Inter-state commerce requiring 
all corporations to show, before doing business outside the 
state of their origin, that they have no water in their stock, 
and that they have not attempted, and are not attempting, to 
monopolize any branch of business· or the production of any ar-
ticles of merchandise; and the whole constitutional power of 
Congress over Inter-state ~ommerce, the mails and all modes of 
Inter-state communication, shall be exercised by enactment of 
comprehensive laws upon the subject of trusts. Tariff laws 
should be amended by putting the products of trusts upon the 
free list, to prevent monopoly under the plea of protection. 
The failure of the present Republican administration, with an 
absolute control over all the branches of the national govern-
ment, to enact any legislation designed to prevent or even 
curtail the absorbing power of trusts and illegal combinations, 
or to enforce the anti-trust laws already on the statute books 
proves that insincerity of the high-sounding phrases of the 
Republican platform. · 
Corporations should be protected in all their rights and 
their legitimate interests should be respected, but any attempt 
by corporations to interfere With the public affairs of the 
people or to control the sovereignty which creates them, should 
be forbidden under such penalties as Will make such attempts 
impossible 
We condemn the Dingley tariff la.w as a trust breeding mea-
sure~ skillfully 'devised to give the few favors which they do 
not deserve, and to place upon the many burdens which they 
should not bear. 
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We favor such an enla~gement of the scope of the Inter-
state commerce law as will enable the commission to protect ·in-
dividuals and communities from discrimination, and the public 
from unjust and unfair transportation rates. 
We reaffirm and indorse the principles of the National De-
mocratic Platform adopted at Chicago in 1896, and we reiterate 
the demand of that platform for an American financial system 
made by the Americnn people for themselves, and which shall re-
store. and maintain a bi-metallic price-level, and as part of 
such system the immediate restoration of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver and gold at the present legal ratio of 16·to 
1, without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. 
We denounce the currency bill enacted at the last session 
of Congress as a step forward in the Republican policy Which 
aims to discredit the sovereign .right of the National Govern-
ment to issue all money, whether coin or paper, and to bestow 
upon na.t iona.l banks the power to issue and control the volume 
of paper money for their own benefit. A permanent national 
bank currency, secured by government bonds, must have a perma-
nent debt to rest upon, and, if the bank currency is to in-
crease With population and business, the debt must also in-
crease. The Republican currency scheme is, tber~fore, a scheme 
for fastening upon the taxpayers a perpetual and growing debt 
for the benefit of the banks. We are opposed to this private 
corporation paper circulated as money, but without legal tender 
qualities, and demand the retirement of national bank notes as 
fast as government paper or silver certificates can be substi-
tuted for them. 
We favor an amendment to the Federal Constitution, provi-
ding for the election of United States Senators by direct vote 
of the people, and we favor direct legislation wherever prac-. 
ticable. 
We are opposed to government by injunction; we denounce 
the blacklist, and favor arbitration as a·means of settling 
disputes between corporations and their employees. 
In the interest of American labor and the uplifting of the 
workingman, as the cornerstone of the prosperity of our country 
we recommend that Congress create a Department of Labor, in 
charge of a secretary, with a seat in the Cabinet, believing 
that the elevation of the American laborer will bring with it 
increased production and increased prosperity to our country at 
home a.nd to our commerce abroad. 
· Ne are proud of the courage and fidelity of th~ American 
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soldiers and sailors in all our wars; we favor liberal pensions 
to them Rnd their dependents, and we reiterate the oosition 
taken in the Chicago platform of 1896, that the fact of enlist-
ment and service sha.ll be deemed conc1usi ve evidence against 
disease and disability before enlistment. 
We favor the immediate construction, ownership and control 
of the Nicaraguan Canal by the United States, and we denounce 
the insincerity of the plank in the Republican National Plat-
form for an Isthmian Canal in face of the failure of the Repub-
lican majority to pass the bill pending in Congress. 
We condemn the Hay-Pauncefote treaty as a surrender of 
American rights and interests not to be tolerated by the 
American people. 
We denounce the failure of the Republican party to carry 
out its pledges to grant statehood to the territories of Ari-
zona, New Mexico and Oklahoma, and we promise the people of 
those,territories immediate statehood and home rule during 
their condition as territories, and we favor home rule and a 
territorial form of government for Alaska and Porto Rico. 
We favor an intelligent system of improving the arid lands 
of the West, storing the waters for the purpose of irrigation, 
and the holding of such lands for actual s~ttlers. 
We favor the continuance and strict enforcement of the 
Chinese exclusion law, and its application to the same classes 
of all Asiatic races. · 
Jefferson said: "Peace, commerce and honest friendship 
with all nations; entangling alliance with none." We approve 
this wholesome doctrine, and earnestly protest against the Re-· 
publican d~parture which has involved us in so-called world 
politics, including the diplomacy of Europe and the intrigue 
and land-grabbing of Asia, and we especially condemn the ill-
concealed Republican a.lliance with England, which must mean 
discrimination against other friendly nations, and which has 
already stifled the nation's voice while liberty is being 
strangled in Africa. 
Believing in the principles of self-government and re-jecting, as did our forefathers, the claim of monarchy, we 
view with indignation the purpose of England to overwhelm With 
force the South African Republics. Speaking, as we believe, 
for the entire American nation, except its Republican office-
holders and for all freemen everywhere, we extend our sympa-
thies to the heroic burghers in their unequal struggle to 
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maintain their liberty and independence. 
We denounce the lavish appropriations of recent Republican 
Congresses Which have kept taxes high and which threaten the 
perpetuation of the oppressive war levies. We oppose the ac-
cumulation of a surplus to be squandered in such barefaced 
frauds upon the taxpa.yers as the shipping subsidy bill~ Which~ 
under the f~lse pretense of prospering American shipbuilding, 
would put unearned millions into the pockets of favorite con-
tributors to the Republican campaign fund. We favor the reduc-
t ion and speedy repAe.l of the war taxes, and a return to the 
time-honored Democratic policy of strict economy in govern-
mental expenditures. 
Believing th;at our most cherished institutions a.re in 
great peril, that the very existence of our constitutional re-
public is at stake, and that the decision now to be rendered 
will determine whether or not our children are to enjoy these 
blessed pr,ivileges of free government, which have made the 
United Stafes great, prosperous and honored, we earnestly have 
presented and ask for the foregoing declaration of principles, 
the hearty support of the liberty-loving American people, re-
gardless of previous party affiliations. 
Kansas City, Mo. July 4,1900 
Appendix 2 
Republican Platform of 19002 
The.Republicans of the United States, through their chosen 
representatives, met in National Convention, looking back upon 
an unsurpassed record of achievement and looking forward into a 
great field of duty and opportunity and appeali.ng to the judg-
ment of their countrymen, make these declarations: 
The expectation in which the American people, turning from 
the Democratic party, intrusted power four years ago to a Re-
publican Cnief Magistrate and a Republican Congress, has been 
met and satisfied. When the people then assembled at the polls 
after a term of Democratic. legislation and administration, 
business was dead, industry paralyzed and the National credit 
disasterously impaired. The country's capital was hidden away 
and its labor distressed and unemployed. The Democrats had no 
other plan with which to improve the ruinous conditions Which 
they had themselves prod.u,ced than to coin silver at the ratio 
of sixteen to one. The Republican party, denouncing this plan 
as sure to produce conditions even worse than those from Which 
relief was sought, promised to restore prosperity by means of 
two legislative measures--a protective tariff and a law making 
gold the standard of value. The people by great majorities is-
sued to the Republican party a commission to enact these laws. 
This commission has been executed, and the Republican promise 
is redeemed. Prosperity more general and more abundant than we 
have ever known has followed these enactments. There is no 
longer controversy as to the value of any Gove~nment obliga-
tions. Every American dollar is a gold dollar or its assured 
equivalent, and American credit stands higher than that of any 
other nation. Capital is fully employed and labor everywhere 
is profitably occupied. No single fact can more strikingly tel 
the story of what Republican Government means to the country 
than this--that While during the whole period of one hundred 
and seven years from 1790 to 1897 there was an excess of export 
of only $383,028,497, there has been in the three short years o 
the present Republican administration an excess of exports over 
imports in the enormous sum of $1,483,537,,094. . 
And while the American people, sustained by this Republica 
2 Porter, op. cit., 228. 
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legislation, have been achieving these splendid triumphs in 
their business and commerce, they have conducted and'in victory 
concluded a war for liberty and human rights. No thought of 
National aggrandizement tarnished the high purpose With Which 
American standards were unfurled. It was a war unsought and 
patiently resisted, but When it came the American Government 
was ready. Its fleets were cleared for action. Its armies werE. 
in the field, and the quick and signal triumph of its forces on 
land and sea bore equal tribute to the courage o~ American sol-
diers and sailors, and to the skill and foresight of Republican 
statesmanship. To ten millions of the human race there was gi-
ven 1 a new birth of fr~edom' and to the American people a new 
and noble responsibility. 
We indorse the administration of William McKinley. Its 
acts have been established in wi~dom and in patriotism, and at 
home and abroad it has distinctly elevated and extended the in~ 
fluence of the America.n nation. Walking untried paths and fa-
cing unforseen responsibilities, President McKinley has been in 
every situation the true American patriot and the upright statee 
man, clear in vision, strong in judgment, firm in action, alwaye 
inspiring and deserving the confidence of his countrymen. 
In asking the American people to indorse this Republican 
record and to renew their commission to the Republican party, 
we remind them of the fact that the menace to their prosperity 
has always resided in Democratic principles, and no less in the 
general incapacity of the Democratic party to conduct public 
afff'irs. The prime essential of business prosperity is public 
confidence in the good sense of the Government and in its. abi-
lity to deal intelligently with each new problem of administra-
tion and legislation. That confidence the Democratic party has 
never earned •. It is hopelessly inadequate, and the country's 
prosperity, when Democratic success at the polls is announced, 
halts and ceases in mere anticipation. of Democratic blunders 
and failures. 
We renew our allegiance to the principle of the gold stan-
dard and declare our confidence in the wisdom of the legisla-
tion of the Fifty-sixth Congress, by which the parity of all 
our money and the stability of ou1· currency upon a gold basis 
has been secured. We recogni~e that interest rates are a potent 
factor in production and business activity, and for the purpose 
of further equalizing and of further lowering the rates of in-
terest, we favor euch monetary legislation as will enable the 
varying needs of the season and of all sections to be promptly 
met in order that trade may be evenly sustained, labor steadily 
employed and commerce enlarged. The volume of money in circu-
lation was never so great per capita as it is today. We de-
clare our steadfast opposition to the free and unlimited coinage 
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of silver. No measure to that end could be considered Which 
was without the support of the leading commercial countries of 
the world. However firmly Republican legislation may seem to 
have secured the country against the peril of base and discre-
dited currency, the election of a Democratic PrAsident could 
not fail to impair the countryts credit and to bring once more 
into question the intention of the American people to maintain 
upon the gold standard the parity of their money circulation. 
The Democratic party must be convinced that the American people 
will never tolerate the Chicago platform. 
We recognize the necessity and propriety of the honest c~ 
operation of capital to me.et new business conditions and espe-
cially to extend our rapidly increasing foreign trade, but we 
condemn all conspiracies and combinations intended to restrict 
business, to crea.te monopolies, to limit production, or to con-
trol prices; and favor such legislation as will effectively 
restrain and prevent all such abuses, protect and promote com-
petition and secure the rights ·of producers, laborers, and all 
who are engaged in industry and commerce. 
We renew our faith in the policy of Prott=tction to American 
labor. I~ that policy our industries have beAn established, 
diversified and maintained. By protecting the home ma.rket com-
petition has been stimu,lated and production cheapened. Oppor-
tunity to the inventive genius of our people has been secured 
and wages in every department of labor mainta~ned at high rates 
higher now than ever before, and always distinguishing our 
working people in their better conditions of life from those of 
any competing country. Enjoying the blessings of the American 
common school, secure in the right of self-government and pro .... 
tected in the occupancy of their own markets, their constantly 
.increasing knowledge and skill have enabled them to fina.lly en-
ter the markets of the world. We favor the associated policy 
of reciprocity so directed as to open our markets on favorable 
terms for what we do not produce in return for free foreign 
markets. 
In the further interest of American workmen we favor a 
more effective restriction of the immigration of cheap labor 
from foreign lands, the extension of opportunities of education 
for working children, the raising of the age limit for child 
labor, th~ protection of free labor as against cont~act convict 
labor, and an effective system of labor insurance. 
Our present dependence upon foreign shipping for nine-
tenths of our foreign carrying is a great loss to the industry 
of this country. It is also a serious danger to our trade, for 
its sudden withdrawal in the event of European war would 
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seriously cripple our expanding foreign commerce. The National 
defense and naval efficiency of this country, moreover, ~upply 
a compelling reason for legislation Which will enable us to re-
covP.r our former place ar:1ong the trade-carrying fleets of the 
world. 
The Nation owes a debt of profound gratitude to the sol-
diers and sailors who have fought its battles, and it is the 
Government's duty to provide for the survivors and for the wid-
ows and orphans of those who have fallen in the country's wars. 
The pension laws, founded in this just sentiment, should be 
liberally administerP-d, and preference should be given wherever 
practicable with respect to employment in the public service, 
to soldiers a'nd sailors and to their widows and orphans. 
We commend the policy of the Republican party in maintain-
ing the efficiency of the civil service. The Administration 
has acted wisely in its efforts to secure for public service in 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands, only 
those whose fitness has been determined by training and experi-
ence~ We believe that employment in the public service in 
these territories should be confined as far as practicable to 
their inhabitants. 
It was the plain purpo'se of the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution, to prevent discrimination on account of race or 
color in regulating the elective franchise. Devices of State 
governments, whether by statuatory or constitutional enactment, 
to avoid the purpose of this amendment are revolutionary, and 
should be condemned. 
Public movements looking to a permanent improver:1ent of the 
roads and the highways of the count'ry meet with our cordial ap-
proval, and we recommend this subject to the earnest considera-
tion of the people and of the legislatures of the several 
states. 
We favor the extension of the Rural Free Delivery service 
wherever its extension may be justified. 
In further pursuance of the constant policy of the Repub-
lican party to provide free homes on the public domain, we re-
commend adequate national legislation to reclaim the arid lands 
of the United States, reserving control of the distribution of 
water for irrigation to the respective States and territories. 
We favor home rule for, and the early admission to state-
hood of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma. 
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The Dingley Act, amended to provide sufficient revenue for 
the conduct of the war, has so well po.rformed its work that it 
has been possible to reduce the war debt in the sum of forty 
million dollars. So ample are the Governmentts revenue and so 
great is the public confidence in the integrity of its obliga-
tions that its newly-funded two per cent bonds sell at a pre-
mium. The country is now justified in expecting, and it Will 
be the policy of the Republican party to bring about, a reduc-
tion of the war taxes. 
We favor the construction, ownership, control_and protec-
tion of an Isthmian Canal by the Government of the United 
States. New markets are necessary for the increasing surplus 
of our farm products. Every effort should be made to open and 
obtain new markets, especially in the Orient, and the adminis-
tration is warmly to be commended for its successful efforts to 
commit all trading and colonizing nations to the policy of the 
open door in China., 
In the interest of ~1r expanding commerce we recommend that 
Congress create a Department of Commerce and Industries, in_ the 
charge of a Secretary with a seat in the Cabinet. The United 
States Consular system should be reorganized under the super-
vision of this new ·Department upon such a basis of apoointment 
and tenure as will render it still more serviceable to the 
Nationts increosing trade. 
The American Government must protect the person and prop-
erty of every citizen wberever they are wrongfully violated or 
placed in peril. 
We congratulate the women of America upon their splendid 
record of public service in the volunteer aid association and 
as nurses in camp and hospital during the recent campaigns of 
our armies in the East and West IrJ.dies, and we appreciate their 
faithful co-operation in all works of education and industry. 
President McKinley has conducted the foreign affairs of the 
United States with distinguished credit to the American people. 
In releasing us from the vexatious conditions of a European 
alliance for the government of Samoa, his course is especially 
to be commended. By securing to our undivided control the most 
imoortant island of the Samoan group and the best harbor in the. 
Southern ~acific, every American interest bas been safeguarded. 
We approve the annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the 
United States. 
We commend the part taken by our government in the P~ace 
conference at the Hague. We assert our steadfast adherence to 
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the policy announced in the Monroe Doctrine. The provisions of 
The Hague Convention were wisely regarded when President MaKin-· 
ley tendered his friendly offices in the interest of peace be-
tween Great Britain and the South African Republic. While the 
American Government must continue the policy prescribed by 
Washington, affirmed by every succeeding President and imposed 
upon us by the Hague treaty, of non-intervention in European 
controversies, the American people earnestly hope that a way 
may soon be found, honorable alike to both contending parties, 
to terminate the strife between them. _ 
In accepting by the Treaty of Paris the just reeponsibilit~ 
of our victories in the Spanish war, the President and the Sen-
ate won the undoubted approval of the American people. No othel 
course was possible than to destroy Spain's sovereignty through· 
out the West Indies and in the Philippine Islands. Tha~ course 
created our responsibility before the world, and with the unor-
ganized population whom our intervention ha~ freed from Spain, 
to provide for the maintenance of law and order, and for the 
establishment of good government and for the performance of in-
ternational obligations. Our authority could not be less than 
our responsibility;and wherever sovereign rights were extended 
it became the high duty of the Government to maintain its au-
thority, to put down armed insurrection and to confer the bles-
sings of liberty and civiliza.tion upon all the rescued people. 
The largest measure of self-government consistent With 
their welfare and our duties shall be secured to them by law. 
To Cuba independence and self-government were assured in 
the same voice by which war was declared, and to the latter thiE 
pledge shall be performP.d. 
The Republican party, upon its history, and upon this dec-
laration of its principles and policies confidently invokes the 
considerate and approving judgment of the American people. 
Philadelphia, Pa., June 19, 1900 
Appendix 3 
Acceptance Speech of William Jennings Bryan, called 
"Imperialism" 
and delivered in India.napolis, Ind., August 8, 19003 
Mr. Chairman and Members of the Notification Committee: I 
shall, at an early day, and in a more formal manner, accept the 
nomination Which you tender, and shall at that time discuss the 
various questions·covered by the Democratic platform. It may 
not be out of place, however, to submit a few observations at 
this time upon the generan character of the contest before us 
and unon th~ question which is declared to be of paramount im-
portance in this campaign. 
When I say that the contest of 1900 is a contest between 
Democracy on the one hand and plutocracy on the other I do not 
mean to say that all o~r opponents have deliberately chosen to 
give to organized wealth a predominating influence in the af-
fairs of the Government, but I do assert that on the important 
issues of the day the Reoublican party is dominated by those in 
fluences which constantly tend to substitute the worship of mam 
mon for the protection of the rights of man. 
In 1859 Lincoln said that the Republican party believed in 
the ma.n and the dollar, but that in case of conflict it believe 
in the man before the dollar. This is the proper relation whic 
should exist between the two. Man, the handiwork of God, comes 
first; money, the handiwork of man, is of inferior importance. 
Man is the master, money the servant, but upon all important 
questions today Republican legislation tends to make money the 
master and man the servant. 
The maxim of Jefferson, 1Equal rights to all and special 
privileges to none,' and the doctrine of Lincoln, that this 
should be a government 1 of the people, by the people and for the 
people,' are being disregarded and the instrumentalities of gov 
ernment are being '.lsed to advance the int erAsts of those who ar 
3 Speeches of William Jennin~s Brtan, Revised and Arranged by 
Himself, Vol !I,' Funk and agna ls Co., New York, 1913, 1? ff 
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in a oosition to secure favors from the Government. 
• I 
The Democratic party is not making war upon the honest ac-
quisition of wealth; it has no desire to discourage industry, 
economy and thrift. On the contrary, it gives to every citizen 
the greatest possible stimulus to honest toil when it promises 
him protection in the enjoyment of the proceeds of his labor. 
Property rights are most secure when human rights are most res-
pected. Democracy strives for a civilization in which every 
member of society will share according to his merits. 
No one has a right to expect from society more than a fair 
compensation for the ssrvices which he renders to society, if 
he secures more it is at the expense of som~ one else. It is 
no injustice to him to prevent his doing injustice to another. 
To him who would, either through class legislation or in the 
absence of necessary legislation, trespass upon the rights of 
another the Democratic party says, 'Thou shalt not.' 
Against us are arrayed a comparatively small but politi-
cally and financially powerful number who really profit by Re-
publican policies; but with them are associated a large number 
who, because of their attachment to their party name, are gi-
ving their support to doctrines •antagonistic to the former 
teachings of their own party. 
Republicans who used to advocate bimetalism now try to conr 
vince themselves that the gold standard is good; Republicans 
who were formerly attached to the greenback are now seeking an 
excuse for giving national banks control of the Nation's paper 
money; Republicans who used to boast that the Republican party 
was paying off the national debt are now looking for reasons to 
support a perpetual and increasing debt; Republicans who former· 
ly abhored a trust now beguile themselves with the delusion 
that there are good trusts and bad trusts, while, in their 
minds, the line between the two is becoming more and more ob-
scure; Republicans, who, in times past, congratulated the coun-
try upon the small expense of our standing army, are now making 
light of the objections which are urged against a large in-
crease in the permanent military establishment; Republicans who 
gloried in our independence when the Nation was less powerful 
now look with favor upon a foreign alliance; Republicans who 
three years ago condemned 'forcible annexation• as immoral and 
even criminal are now sure that it is both immoral and criminal 
to oppose forcible annexation. That partizanship has already 
blinded many to present dangers is.certain; how large a portion 
of the Republican party can be drawn over to the new policies 
remains to be eeen. 
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For a time Republican leaders were inclined to deny to op-
ponents the right to criticize the Philippine policy of the ad-
ministration, but upon investigation they found that both Lin-
coln and Clay asserted and exercised the right to criticize a 
President during the progress of the Mexican wars. 
Instead of meeting the issue boldly and submitting a clear 
and positive plan for dealing with the Philippine question, the 
Republican convention adopted a platform the larger part of 
which was devated to boasting and self-congratulation. 
In attempting to press economic questions upon the country 
to the exclusion of those which involve the very structure of 
our government, the Republican leaders give new evidence of 
their abandonment of the earlier ideals of the party and of 
their complete subserviency to pecuniary considerations. 
But they shall not be permitted to evade the stupendous 
and far-reaching issue which they have deliberately brought in-
to the arena by politics. When the President, supported by a 
practically unanimous vote of the House and Senate, entered up-
on a war with Spain for the purpose of aiding the struggling 
pat.riots of Cuba, the country, Without regard to party, ap-
plauded. 
Although the Democrats realized that the administration 
would necessarily gain a political advantage from the conduct 
of a war Which in the very nature of the case must soon end in 
complete victory, they vied with the Republicans in the support 
which they gave to the President. When the war was over, and 
the Republican leaders began to suggest the propriety of a co-
lon-ial policy opposition at once manifested itself. 
When the President finally laid before the Senate a treaty 
which recognized the independence of Cuba, but provided for the 
cession of the Philippine Islands to the United States, the 
menace of imperialism became so apparent that many preferred to 
reject the treaty and risk the ills that might follow rather 
than take the chance of correcting the errors of the treaty by 
the independent action of this country • 
. I was among the number of those who believed it better to 
ratify the treaty and end the war, release the volunteers, re-
move the excuse for war expenditures and then give the Filipi-
nos the independence which might be forced from Spain by a new 
treaty. 
In view of the criticism which my action aroused in some 
quarters, I take this occasion to restate the reasone given at 
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that time. I thought it safer to trust the American people to 
give independence to the Filipinos than to trust the· accom-
plishment of that purpose to diplomacy with an unfriendly na-
tion. 
Lincoln embodied an argument in the question when he asked 
"Can aliens make treaties easier than friends can make laws?" 
I believe that we are now in a better position to wage a suc-
cessful contest against imperialism than we would have been had 
the treaty been rejected. With the treaty ratified a clean-cut 
issue is presented between a government by consent and a govern 
ment by force, and imperialists must bear the responsibility 
for all that happens until the question is settled. 
If the treaty had been rejected the opoonents of imperia-
lism would have been held responsible for any international 
complications which might have arisen before the ratification 
of another treaty. But whatever difference of opinion may have 
existed as to the best method of opposing a colonial policy, 
there never was any differencA as to the great importance of 
the question and there is no difference now as to the course to 
be pursued. 
~ The title of Spain being extinguished we were at liberty 
to deal with the Filipinos according to American Principles. 
The Bacon resolution, introduced a month before hostilities 
broke out at Manila, promised independence to the Filipinos on 
the same terms that it was promised to the Cubans. I .supported 
this resolution and believe that its adoption prior to the 
breaking out of hostilities would have prevented bloodshed, and 
that its adoption at any subsequent time would have ended hos-
tilities. 
If the treaty had been rejected considerable time would 
have necessarily elapsed before a new treaty could have been 
agreed upon and ratified, and during that time the question 
~ould have been agitating the public mind. If the Bacon reso-
lution had been adopted by the Senate and carried out by the 
President, either at the time of the· ratification of the treaty 
or at any time afterwards, it would have taken the question of 
imperialism out.of politics, and left the American people free 
to deai with their d.omestic problems. But the resolution was 
defeated by the vote of the Republican Vice-President, and from 
that time to this a Republican Congress has refused to take any 
action whatever in the matter~ 
When hostilities broke out at Manila, Republican speakers 
and Republican editors at once sought to lay the blame upon 
those who had delayed the ratification of the treaty, and, 
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during the progress of the war, the same Republicans have ac-
cused the opponents of imperialism of giving encouragement to 
the Filipinos. Thio is a cowardly evasion of responsibility. 
• • 
• • • • • • • 
Sympathy for the Boers does not arise from any unfriendli-
ness towards England; the Am~rican people are not unfriendly 
toward the people of any nation.· This sympathy is due to the 
fact that as stated in our platform, we believe in the princi-
ples of self-government and reject, as did our forefathers, the 
claims of monarchy. If this nation surrenders its belief in 
the universal application of the principles set forth in the 
Declaration of Independence, it will lose the prestige and in-
fluence which it has enjoyed among the nations as an exponent 
of popular government. 
our opnonents, conscious of the weakness of their cause, 
seek to confuse imperialism with expansion, and have even dared 
to claim Jefferson as a supporter of their policy. Jefferson 
spoke so freely and used language with such precision that no 
one can be ignorant of his views. On one occasion be declared: 
'If there be one principle more deeply rooted than any other in 
the mind of every American, it is that we should have nothing 
to do with conquest.' And again he said: 'Conquest is not in 
our principles; it is inconsistent with our government.' 
The forcible annexation of territory to be governed by ar-
bitrary power differs as much from the acquisition of territory 
to be built up into States as a monarchy differs from a democ-
racy. The Democratic party does not oppose expansion when ex-
pansion enlarges the area of the Repub~ic and incorporates land 
which can be settled by American citizens, or adds to our popu-
lation people who are willing to become citizens and are capa-
ble of discharging their duties as such. 
The acquisition of the Louisiana territory, Florida, Texas 
and other tracts Which have been secured from time to time en~ 
large the Republic and the Constitution followed the flag into 
the new territory. It is now proposed to seize upon distant 
territory already more densely populated than our own country 
and to force upon the people a government for Which there is no 
warrant in our Constitution or our laws. 
Even the argument that this earth belongs to those who de-
sire to cultivate it and who have the physical power to acquire 
it cannot be invoked to justify the appropriation of the Phi-
lippine Islands by the United States. If the islands were un-
inhabited American citizens would not be willing to go there 
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and till the soil. The white race will not live so near the 
equator. Other nations have tried to colonize in the same lat-
itude. The Netherlands have controlled Java for three hundred 
years and yet today there are less than sixty thousand people 
of European birth scattered among the twenty-five million na-
tives. 
After a century and a half of English domination in India., 
less than one-twentieth of one po,r cent of thP. people of India 
are of English birth, and it requires an army of seventy thous-
and British soldiers to take care of the tax collectors. Soain 
had asserted title to the Philippine Islands for three centu-
ries and yet when our fleet ~ntered Manila bay there were less 
than ten thousand Spaniards residing in the Philippines. 
A colonial policy means that we shall send to the Philip-
pine Islands a f~w traders, a few taskmasters and a few office-
holders and an army large enough to support the authority of a 
small fraction of the people While they rule the natives. 
If we have an imperial policy we must have a great stand-
ing army as its natural and necessary complement. The spirit 
which will justify the forcible annexation of the Philippine 
Islands will justify the seizure of other islands and the domi-
nation of other people, and with wars of conquest we can ex-
pect a certain, if not rapid, growth of our military establish-
ment. 
That a large permanent increase in our regular army is in-
tended by Republican leaders is not a matter of conjecture, but 
a matter of fact. In his message of December 5, 1898, the Pres-
ident asked for authority to increase the standing army to one 
hundred thousand. In 1896 the army contained about twenty five 
thousand. Within two years the President asked for four times 
that many, and a Republican House of Representatives complied 
with the request after the Spanish treaty had been signed, and 
when no country was at war with the United States. 
** * * • ** 
The Republican platform assumes that the Philippine Island~ 
will be retained under American sovereignty, and we have a righ1 
to demand of the Republicans and their leaders a discussion o+ 
the future status of the Filipino. Is he to be a citizen or a 
subject? Are we to bring intO the body politic eight or ten 
million Asiatics, sodifferent from us in race and history that 
amalgamation is impossible? Are they to share with us in makin€ 
the laws and shaping the destiny of this nation? No Republican 
of prominence has been bold enough to advocate such a proposi-
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tion. 
The McEnery resolution, adopted by the Senate immediately 
after the ratification of the treaty, expressly negatives this 
idea. The Democratic platform describes the situation when it 
says that the Filipinos cannot be citizens without endangering 
our civilization. Who will dispute it? And what is the alter-
native? If the Filipino is. not to be a citizen, shall we make 
him a subject~ On that question the Democratic platform speaks 
with equal emphasis. It declares tha.t the Filipino cannot be a 
subject without endangering our form of government. A republic 
can have no subjects. A subject is possible only in a govern-
ment resting upon force; he is unk·nown in a government deriving 
its just powers from the consnet of the governed. 
The Republican platform says that 11 the largest measure of 
self-government consistent with their welfare and our duties 
shall be secured to them(the Filipinos)by law." This is a 
strange doctrine for a government which owes its very existence 
to the men who offered their lives as a protest against govern-
ment without consent and taxation without repr~sentation. 
In what. re~pect does the position of the Republican party 
differ from the position taken by the English government in 
1776? Did not the English government promise a good government 
to the colonists'? What king ever promised a bad govf'rnment to 
his people? Did not the English government promise that the 
colonists should have the largest measure of self-government 
consistent with their welfare and English duties? Did not the 
Spanish government promise to give to the 'Cubans the largest 
measure of self-government consis.t ent w'i th their welfare and 
Spanish duties? The whole difference between a monarchy and 
republic may be summed up in one sentence. In a monarchy the 
king gives to the peo~le what he believes to be a good govern-
ment; in a republic the people secure for themselves what they 
believe to be a good government. 
The Republican party accepted the European idea. and has 
planted itself upon the ground taken by George III, and by ever 
ruler who distrusts the capacity of the people for self-govern-
ment or denies them a voice in their own affairs. · 
The Republican platform promises that some measure of eel~ 
government is to be given the Filioinos by law; but even this 
pledge is not fulfilled. Nearly sixteen months elapsed after 
the ratification of the treaty before the adjournment of Con-
gress last June and yet no law was passed dealing with the Phi-
lippine situation. The will of the President has been the only 
law in the Philippine Islands wherever the American authority 
extends. 
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Why does the Republican party hesitate to legislate upon 
the Philippine question? Because a law would disclose the rad-
ical departure from history and precedent contemplat~d by those 
Who control the Republican party. The storm of protest Which 
greeted the Porto Rican bill was an indication of what may be 
expected when the American people are brought fact to fact with 
legislation upon this subject. 
If the Porto Ricans, who welcomed annexation are to be de-
nied the guarantees of our Constitution, what is to be the lot 
of the Filipinos, who resisted our authority? If secret influ-
ences could compel a disregard o~ our plain duty toward friend-
ly people, living near our shores, what tre~tment will those 
same influences provide for unfriendly peop_le 7,000 miles away? 
If, in this country where the people have a right to vote, Re-
publican leaders dare not take the side of the people against 
the great monopolies which have grown up within the last few 
years, how ca.n they be trusted to protect the Filipinos from 
the corporations which are waiting to exploit the islands? 
Is the sunlight of full citizenship to be enjoyed by the 
people of the United States, and the,twilight of semi-citizen-
ship endured by the people of Porto Rico, while the thick dark-
ness of perpetual vassalage covers the Philippines? The.Porto 
Rico tariff law asserts the doctrine that the operation of the 
Constitution is confined to the forty-five States. 
The Democratic party disputes this doctrine and denounces 
it as repugnant to qotb the letter and spirit of our organic 
law. There is no place in our .system of government for the de-
posit of arbitrary and irresponsible power. That the leaders 
of a great party should claim for any President or Congress the 
right to treat millions of people as me~e "possessions" and dea 
with them unrestrained by the Constitution or the bill of right 
shows how far we have already departed from the ancient land-
marks and indicates what may be expected if this nation delib-
erately enters upon a career bf empire. 
The territorial form of government is temporary and pre-
paratory, and the chief security a citizen of _a territory has 
is found in the fact that he-enjoys the same constitutional 
guarantees and is subject. to the same general laws as the citi-
zen of a State. Take away this security and his rights·will be 
violated and his interests sacrificed at the demand of those 
who have political influence. This is the evil of the colonial 
system, no matter by what nation it is applied. 
What is our title to the Philippine Islands? Do we hold 
them by treaty or conquest? Did we buy them or did we take 
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them? Did.we purchase the people? If not, how did we secure 
title to them? Were they thrown in with the land? Will the 
Republicans say that inanimate earth has value but that when 
that earth is molded by the Creator it becomes a fixture and 
passes with the soil? If governments derive their just powers 
from the consent of the governed, it is impossible to secure 
title to people, either by force or by purchase. 
We could extinguish Spain's title by treaty, but if we 
hold title we must bold it by some method consistent With our 
ideas of government. When we made allies of the Filipinos and 
armed them to fight against Spain, we disputed Spain's title. 
If we buy Spain's title we are not innocent purchasers. 
There can be no doubt that we accepted and utilized the 
services of the Filipinos, and that when we did so we had full 
knowledge that they were fighting for their own independence, 
and I submit that history furnishes no example of turpitude 
baser than ours if we now substitute our yoke for the Spanish 
yoke. 
Let us consider briefly the reasons which have been given 
in support of an imperialistic policy. Some say that it is our 
duty to hold the Philippine Islands. But duty is not an argu-
ment; it is a conclusion. To ascertain what our duty is, in 
any emergency, we must a.pply well-settled and generally acce:p-
ted principles. It is our duty to avoid stealing, no matter 
whether the thing to be stolen is of great or little value. It 
is our duty to avoid killing a human being, no matter where the 
human being lives or to what race or class he belongs. 
Every one recognizes the obligation imposed upon indivi-
duals to observe both the human and the moral law~ but as some 
deny the application of those laws to nations, it may not be 
out of place to quote the opinions of others. Jefferson, than 
whom there is no higher political authority, said! 
"I know of but one .code of morality for men, 
•hether acting singly or collectively.« 
Franklin, whose learning, wisdom and virtue are a part of 
the priceless legacy bequeathed to us from the revolutionary 
~ays, exprest the same idea in even stronger language when he 
said: . 
"Justice is strictly due between neighbor nations 
as between neighbor citizens. A highwayman is as much a robber 
when he plunders in a gang as whAn single; and the nation that 
makes an unjust war is only a great gang." 
• • • • 
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It is argued by some that the Filipinos are incapable of 
self-government and that, therefore, we owe it to the world to 
take control of them. Ad.miral Dewey, in an official report to 
tbe Navy Department declared the Filipinos more capable of self ... 
government than the Cubans and said that he based his opinion 
upon a knowledge of both races. But I will not rest the case 
upon the relative advancement of the Filipinos. Henry Clay, in 
defending the right of the people of South America to self-gov-
ernment, said: 
"It is the doctrine of thrones that man·is too 
ignorant to govern himself. Their partisans assert his incapa-
city in reference to all nations; if they cannot command uni-
v~rsal assent to.the proposition, it is then demanded to parti-
cular nations; and our pride and our presumption too often make 
converts of us. I contend that it is to arraign the disposi-
tion of Providence hirnsAlf to suppose that he has created be-
ings incapable of governing themselves, and to be trampled on 
by kings. Self-govern:nent is the natural government of man 11 • 
Clay wae right. There are degrees of proficiency in the 
art of self-government, but it is a reflection upon the Creator 
to say that he denied to any people the capacity for self-gov-
ernment. Once admit that some people are capable of self-gov-
ernment and that others are not and that the capable people hav~ 
a right to seize upon and govern the incapable, and you make 
force--brute.force--the only foundation of government and invitE 
the reign of a despot. I am not willing to believe tha.t an all 
wise and an all loving God created the Filipinos and then left 
them thousands of years helpless until the islands attracted thE 
attention of ID~ropean nations. 
• • • • • • * • 
Some argue that American rule in the Philippine Islands 
will result in the better education of the Filipinos. Be not 
deceived. If we expect to maintain a colonial policy, we shall 
not find it to our advantage to educate the neople. The educa-
ted Filipinos are now in revolt against us, and the most igno-
rant ones have made the least resistance to our domination. If 
we are to govern them without their consent and give them no 
voice in determining thA taxes which they must pay, we dare not 
educate them, lest they learn to read the Declaration of IndA-
pendence and Constitution of th~ United States and mock us for 
our inconsistency. 
The principal arguments, however, advanced by those who 
enter upon a defense of imperialism are: 
First--that we must improve the present opportunity to become 
a world power and enter into international politics. 
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Second--That our com~ercial interests in the Philippine Is-
lands and in the Orient make it necessary for us to hold the 
islands permanently. 
Third--That the spread of the Christian religion will be fa-
cilitated by a colonial policy. 
Fourth--That there is no honorable retreat from the position 
which the nation has taken. . 
The first argument is addrest to the nation's pride and 
the second to the nation's pocket-book. The third is intended 
for the church member and the fourth for the partizan. 
It is sufficient answer to the first argument to say that 
for more tha~ a century this nation has been a world power. 
For ten decades it bas been the most potent influence in the 
world. Not only has it been a world power, but it has done mor 
to shape the politics of the human race than all the other na-
tions of the world combined. Because our Declaration of Inde-
pendence was promulgated others have been promulgated. Be-
cause the patriots of 1776 fought for liberty others have 
fought for it. Because our Constitution was adopted other con-
stitutions have been adopted. 
The growth of the principle of self-government, planted on 
American soil, has been the overshadowing political fact of the 
nin~teenth century. It has made this nation conspicuous among 
the nations and given it a place in history such as no other 
nation has ever enjoyed.· Nothing has been able to check the 
onward march of this idea. I am not willing that this nation 
shall cast aside the omnipotent weapon of truth to seize again 
the weapons of physical warfare. I would not exchange the glo-
ry of this Bepublic for the glory of all the empires that have 
risen and fallen since time,began. 
The permanent chairman of the last Republican National 
Convention presented the pecuniary argum~nt in all its baldness 
when he said: 
"We mak~ no hypocritical pretense of being 
interested in the Philippines solely on account of others. 
While we regard the welfare of those people as a sacred trust, 
we regard the welfare of the American people first. We see our 
duty to ourselves as well as to others. We believe in trade 
expansion. By every legitimate means within the province of 
government and constitution we mean to stimulate the expansion 
of our trade and open new markets. •• 
This is the commercial argument. It is based uuon the 
theory that war can be rightly waged for pecuniary advantage, 
and that it is profitable to purchase trade by force and 
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violence. Franklin denied both of these propositions. When 
Lord Howe asserted that the acts of Parliam~nt Which brought on 
the revolution were necessary to prevent American trade from 
passing into foreign channels, Franklin replied: 
"To me it seems that neither the obtaining nor re-
taining of any trade, howsoever valuable, is an object for 
which m~n may justly suill each other's blood; that ~he true 
and sure means of extending and securing commerce are the good-
ness and cheapness of commodities, and that the profits of no 
trade can ever be equal to the expense of compelling it and 
holding it by fleets and armies. I consider this was against 
us, therefor~, as both unjust and unwise. 11 
I place the philosophy of Franklin against the sordid doc-
trine of those who would put a price upon the head of an Ameri-
can soldier and justify a war of conquest upon the ground that 
it will pay. The Democratic party is in favor of the expansion 
of trade. It would extend our trade by every legitimate and 
peaceful means; but it is not willing to make merchandise of 
human blood. 
But a war_of conquest is as unwise as it is unrighteous. 
A harbor and coaling station in the Philippines .would answer · 
every trade and military necessity and such a concession could 
have been ·secured at any time without difficulty. 
It is not necessary to own peopl~ in order to trade with. 
them. We carry on trade to.day with every part of the world, 
.and our commerce has extended more rapidly than the commerce of 
any European empir~. We do not own Japan or China, but we 
trade with their people. We have not absorbed the republics of 
Central and South America, but we trade with them. It has not 
been necessary to have any political connection with Canada or 
the nations of Europe in order to trade with them. Trade can-
not be permanently profitable unless it is voluntary. 
When trade is secured by force, the cost of securing it 
and retaining it must be taken out of the profits, and the 
profits are never large enough to cover the expense. Such a 
system would never be defended but for the fact that the ex-
pense is borne by all the people, while the profits are enjoyed 
by a few. 
• • • • 
Imp~rialism finds no warrant in the Bible. The command, 
"Go ye into all the world and 'preach the gospel to every crea-
ture," has no Gatling gun attachment. When J~sus visited a 
village of Samaria and the people refused to receive him, some 
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of the disciples suggested that fire should be called down from 
Heaven to avenge the insult; but the Master rebuked them and 
said: 11 Ye know not what manner of spirit ye are of; for the 
Son of Man is not come to destroy mente lives, but to save 
them." Suppose he had said: "We will thrash them until they 
understand who we are," how different would have been the his-
tory of Christianity! Compare, if you Will, the swaggering, 
bullying, brutal doctrine of imperialism With the golden rule, 
and the commandment, "Thou shalt love thy neighbor as thyself." 
Love, not force, was the weapon of the Nazarene; sacrifice 
for others, not the exploitation of them, was his method of 
reaching the human heart. A missionary told me that the Stars 
and Stripes once saved his life because his assailant recog-
nized our flag as a flag that had no blood upon it. 
Let it be known that our missionari~s are seeking souls 
instead of sovereignty; let it be known that instead of being 
the advance guard of conquering armies, they are going forth to 
help uplift others, having their loins girt about With truth 
and their feet shod with the preparation of the gospel of peace 
wearing the breastplate of righteousness and carrying the sword 
of the spirit; let it be known that they are citizens of a na-
tion which respects the rights of the citizens of other nations 
as carefully as it protects the rights of its own citizens, and 
the welcome extended to our missionaries Will be more cordial 
than the welcome extended to the missionaries of any other na-
tion. 
The argument made by some that it was unfortunate for the 
nation that it had anything to do with the Philiopine Islands, 
but that the naval victory at Manila made the permanent acqui-
sition of those islands necessary, is also unsound. We won a 
naval victory at Santiago, but that did not compel us to hold 
Cuba. · 
The shedding of American blood in the Philippine Islands 
does not make it imperative that we should retain possession 
forever; American blood was shed at San Juan Hill and El Caney, 
and yet the President has prom.ised the Cuba.ns independence. 
The fact that the American flag floats over Manila does not 
compel us to exercise perpetual sovereignty over the Islands; 
the American flag waves over Havana to-day, but the President 
has promised to haul it down when the flag of the Cuban Repub-
lic is ready to rise in its place. Better a thousand times 
that our flag in the Orient give way to a flag representing the 
idea of self-government than that the flag of this Republic 
should become the flag of an empire. 
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There is an easy, honest, honorable solution of the Philip 
pine question. It ie set forth in the Democratic platform and 
it is submitted with confidence to the Ameri9an people. This 
plan I unreservedly .indorse. If elected, I will convene Con-
gress in extraordinary session as soon as inaugurated and re-
commend an immediate declaration of the nation's purpose, first 
to establish a stable form of government in the Philippine Is-
lands, just as we are now establishing a stable form of govern-
ment in Cuba; second, to give independence to the Filipinos as 
we have promisedto give independence to the Cubans; third, to 
protect the Filipinos from outside interference while they work 
out their destiny, just as we have protected the republics of 
Central and South America, and are, by the Monroe doctrine, 
pledged to protect Cuba. 
A European protectorate often results in the plundering of 
the ward by the guardian. An American protactorate gives to 
the nation protected the advantage of our strength, without 
making it the victim of our greed. For three-quarters of a 
century the Monroe doctrine has been a shield to neighboring 
republics and yet it has imposed no pecuniary burden upon us. 
After the Filipinos had aided us in the war against Spain, we 
could not honorably turn them over to their former masters;· we 
could not leave them to be the victims of the ambitious designs 
of European nations, and since we do not desire to make them a 
part of us or to hold them as subj~cts, we propos~ the only al-
ternative, namely, to give them independence and guard them 
against molestation from without. 
When our opponents are unable to defend their position by 
argument they fall back upon the assertion that it is destiny, 
and insist that we must submit to it, no matter how much it vi-
olates our moral precepts and our principles of government. 
This is a complacent philisophy. It obliterates the distinc~ 
tion between right and wrong and makes individuals and nations 
the helpless victims of circumstances. 
Destiny is the subterfuge of the invertebrate, who, lack-
ing the courage to oppose error, seeks some plausible excuse 
for supporting it. Washington said that the destiny of the re-
publican form of government was deeply, if not finally, started 
on the experiment entrusted to the American people. How dif-
ferent Washington's definition of destiny from the Republican 
definition. 
The Republicans say that this nation is in the hands of 
destiny; Washington believed that not only the destiny of our 
own nation but the destiny of the ~epublican form of government 
throughout the world was entrusted to American hands. Immea-
surable responsibilityJ The destiny of this republic is in the 
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hands of its own people, and upon the success of the experiment 
here rests the hope of humanity. No exterior force can disturb 
this republic, and no foreign influence should be permitted to 
change its course. What the future has in store for this'na-
tion no one has authority to declare, but each individual has 
his own idea of the nation's mission, and he owes it to his 
country as well as to himself to contribute as best he may to 
the fulfilment of that mission. 
Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Committee: I can never 
fully discharge the debt of gratitude which I owe to my coun-
trymen for the honors which they have so generously bestowed 
upon me; but, sirs, whether it be my lot to occupy the high of-
fice for which the convention has named me, or to spend the re-
mainder of my days in private life, it shall be my constant am-
bition and my controlling purpose to aid in realizing the high 
ideals of those whose wisdom and courage and sacrifices brought 
this republic into existence. 
I can conceive of a national destiny surpassing the gl~ 
ries of the present and the past---a destiny which meets the 
responsibilities of to-day and measures up to the possibilities 
of the future. Behold a republic, resting securely upon the 
foundation stones quarried by revolutionary patriots from the 
mou~tain of eternal truth---a republic applying in practice and 
proclaiming to the world the self-evident proposition that all 
men are created equal ; that they are endowed by their creator 
with inalienable rights; that governments are instituted among 
men to secure these rights, and that governments derive their 
just powers from the consent of the governed. Behold a re-
public in which civil and religious liberty stimulate all to 
earnest endeavor and in which the law restrains every hand up-
lifted for a neighbor's injury---a republic in which every cit-
izen is a sovereign, but in Which no one cares or dares to wear 
a crown. Behold a republic standing erect while empires all 
around are bowed beneath the weight of their own armaments----
a republic whose flag is loved while other flags are only 
feared. Behold a renublic increasing in population, in wealth, 
in strength and in influence, solving the problems of civiliza-
tion and hastening the COtiling of an universal brotherhood----a 
republic Which shakes thrones and'dissolves aristocracies by 
its silent example and gives light and inspiration to those who 
sit in darkness. Behold a republic gradually but surely becom-
ing the supreme moral factor in the world's progress and the 
accepted arbiter of the world's disputes----a republic Whose 
history, like the path of the just, 'is as the shining light 
that shineth more and more into the perfect day.'" 
Appendix 4 
McKinley's Acceptance Letter4 
·The Honorable Henry Cabot Lodge, 
Chairman Notification Committee--
My Dear Sir: 
Executive Mansiori, 
Washington, D.C. 
Sept. 8, 1900 
"The nomination of the Republican National convention of 
June 19, 1900, for the office of President of the United States 
which, aa the official representative of the convention, you 
have conveyed to me is accepted. I have carefully examined the 
platform adopted and give to it my hearty approval. Upon the 
great issue of the last national election it is clear. It up-
holds the gold standard and indorses the legislation of the 
present Congress by Wh-ich that standard bas been effectively 
strengthened. The stability of our national currency is there-
fore secure as long as those who adhere to this platform are 
kept in control of the government. 
In the first battle, that of 1896, the friends of the gold 
standard and of sound currency were triumphant, and the country 
is enjoying the fruits of that victory. Our antagonists, how-
ever, are not satisfied. They compel us to a second battle up-
on the same lines on which the first was fought and won. While 
regretting the reopening of this question, which can only dis-
turb the present satisfactory financial condition of the gov-
ernment and visit uncertainty upon our great business enter-
prises, we accept the issue and again invite the sound money 
forces to join in winning another and, we hope, a permanent 
triumph for an honest financial system which will qontinue in-
violable the public faith. 
As in 1896, the three silver parti~s are united under the 
same leader, who immediately after the election of that year, 
in an address to the bimetallists, said: 
4 Chica£0 Daily Tribune, September 10, 1900. 
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"The friends of bimetallism have not been vanquished; they 
have simply been overcome. They believe that the gold standard 
is a conspiracy of the money-changers against the welfare of 
the human race-and they will continue the warfare against it". 
The policy thus proclaimed has been accepted and confirmed 
by these parties. The silver Democratic pla.tform of 1900 con-
tinues the warfare against the so-called gold conspiracy when 
it expressly says 11 we reiterate the demand of that (the Chica-
go) platform of 1896 for an American financial system made by 
the American people :£or themselves, which shall restore and 
maintain a bimetallic price level, and as part of such system 
the immediate restoration of the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver and gold at the present ratio of 16 to 1, without wait-
ing for the aid or consent of another nation" • 
. So the issue is presented. It will be noted that the de-
mand is for the immediate restoration of the free coinage of 
silver at 16 to 1. If another issue is paramount this is im-
mediate. It will admit of no delay and will suffer no post-
ponement. 
Turning to the other associated parties we find in the 
Populist National platform adopted at Sioux Falls, S. D.* on 
May 10, 1900~ the following declaration: 
11 We pledge anew the People's party never to cease the agi-
tation until this financial conspiracy is blotted from the 
statute book, the Lincoln greenback restored,, the bonds all 
paid, and all corporation money forever retired. We reaffirm 
thP demand for the reopening of the mints of the United States 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the 
present legal ratio of 16 to 1, the immediate increase in the 
volumA of silver coins and certificates thus created to be sub-
stituted, dollar for dollar, for the bank notes issued by pri-
vate corporations under special privilege granted by law of 
March 14, 1900, and prior national banking laws." 
The platform of the Silver pa.rty adopted at Kansas City on 
July 6, 1900, makes the following announcement: 
"We declare it to be our intention to lend our efforts to 
the repeal of this currency law, which not only repudiates the 
ancient and time honored principles of the American people be-
fore the constitution was adopted, but is violative of the 
principles of the constitution itself; and we shall not cease 
our efforts until there has been established in its place a 
monetary system basAd upon the free and unlimited coinage of 
silv~r and gold into money at the present legal ratio of 16 to 
1 by the independent action of the United States, under Which 
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system all paper money shall be issued by the government, and 
all such money coined or issued shall be a full legal tender in 
payment of all debts, public and private, Without exception." 
In all three platforms these parties announce that their 
efforts shall be unceasing until the gold act shall be blotted 
from the statute books and the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver at 16-to-1 shall take its place. 
The relative importance of the issues I do not stop to 
discu~s, all of them ~re important. Whichever party is suc-
cessful Will be bound in conscience to carry into administra-
tion and legislation its several declarations a.nd doctrines. 
One decla.rat ion will be as obligatory as <'!nether, but all are 
not immediate. It is not possible that these parties would 
treat the doctrine of 16-to-1, the immediate realization of 
Which 1s demanded by their several platforms, as void and in-
operative in the event that they should be clothed in power. 
Otherwise their profession of faith is insincere. 
It is therefore the i~perative business of those opposed 
to this financial heresy to prevent the triumph of the parties 
W·hose union is only assured by adherence to the silver issue. 
Will the American people, through indifference or fancied se-
curity, hazard the overthrow of the wise financial legislation 
of the last year and revive the danger of the silver standard 
with all of the inevitable evils of shattered confidence and 
general disaster which justly alarmed and aroused thBm in 1896? 
The Chicago platform of 1896 is reaffirmed in its entirety 
by the Kansas City convention. Nothing has been omitted or re-
called, so that all the perils then threatening are presented 
anew, with the added force of a deliberate reaffirmation. Four 
years ago the people refused to place the seal of their appro-
val upon these dangerous and revolutionary policies, and this 
year they will not fail to record again tbeir earnest dissent. 
The Republican party remains faithful to its principle of 
a tariff which supplies sufficient revenues for the government 
and adequate protection to our enterprises and producers; and 
of reciprocity which opens foreign markets to the fruits of 
American labor, and furnishes new channels through which to 
market the surplus of American farms. The time-honored princi-
ples of protection and reciprocity were the first pledges of 
Republican victory to be written into public law. 
The present Congress has given to Alaska a territorial 
govP-rnment for which it had waited more than a quarter of a 
century; has established a representative government in Hawaii; 
has enacted bills for the most liberal treatment of the pen-
lll 
sioners and their widows; has revived the free homestead polio~ 
In its great financial law it provided for the establishment of 
banks of issue, With a capital of $25,000 for the benefit of 
villages and rural communities, and bringing the opportunity 
for profitable business in banking Within the reach of moderate 
capital. Many are already availing themselves of this pri vi-
lege. ' 
During the last year more than $19,000,000 of u.s. bonds 
have been paid from the surplus revenue of the Treasury, and in 
addition $25,000,000 of 2 per cent matured, called by the gov-
ernment, are in proc~ss of.payment. Pacific railroad bonds is-
sued by the government in aid of the roads in the sum of nearly 
$44,000,000 have been paid since' December 31, 1897. The Trea-
sur¥ balance is in satisfactory condition, showing on September 
1, $135,419,000 in addition to the $150,000,000 gold reserve 
held in the Treasury. The government's relations with the Pa-
cific railroads have been substantially closed, $124,421,000 
being received from these roads, the greater part in cash and 
the remainder with ample securities for payments deferred. 
Instead of diminishing, as was predicted four years ago, 
the volume of our currency is greater per capita than it has 
ever been~ . It was $21.00 in 1896. It has increased to $26.50 
on Juiy 1, 1900 and was $26.85 September 1, 1900. Our total 
money on July l, 1896 was $1,506,434,966; on July l, 1900, it 
was $2,062,125,490, and $2,096,683,04G on September 1, 1900. 
Our industrial and agricultural conditions are more promi-
sing than they have been for many years; probably ~ore so than 
they have ever been. Prosperity abounds everywhere throughout 
the republic. I rejoice that the Southern as well as the Nor-
thern States are enjoying a full share of these improved nation-
al conditions and that all are contributing so largely to our 
remarkable industrial development. The money lender receives 
lower rewards for his caoital than if it were invested in ac-
tive business. The rates of interest are lower than they have 
ever been in this country, While those things which a.re producec 
on the farm and in the workshop, and the labor producing them, 
have advanced in value. 
Our foreign trade shows a satisfactory and increasing 
growth. The amount of our exports for the year 1900 over those 
of the exceptionally prosperous year of 1899 was about $500,000 
for every day of the year, and these sums have gone into the 
homes and enterprises of the people. There has been an increasE 
of over $50,000,000 in the exports of agricultural products; 
$92 692 220 in manufactures and in the products of the mines of 
of over'$10,000,000. Our trade balances cannot fail to give 
satisfaction to the people of the country. 
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Five. years ago we were selling government bonds bearing as 
high as 5 per cent interest. Now we are redeeming them~ith a 
bond at par bearing 2 per cent interest. We are selling our 
surplus pr~ducts and lending our surplus money to Europe. One 
result of our selling to other nations so much more than we 
bought from them during the last three years is a radical im-
provement of our financial relations. The great amounts of 
capital.which have been borrowed of Eurone for our rapid, ma-
terial development have remained a constant drain upon our re-
sources for intere"st and dividends and made our money markets 
liable to constant disturbances by calls for payment or heavy 
sales of our securities Whenever moneyed stringency or panic 
occurred abroad. We have now been paying these debts and bring-
ing home many of our securities and establishing countet-vail-
ing credits abroad by our loa.ns and placing ourselves upon a 
sure foundation of financial independence • 
• • • • 
For the sake of full and intelligent understanding of the 
Philippine question, and to give to the people authentic infor-
mation of the acts and aims of the administration, 1 present at 
some length the events-of importance leading .up to the present 
situation. The purpose of the Executive are best revealed and 
can best be judged by what he has done and is doing. It will 
be seen that the power of the government has been used for the 
liberty, the peace, and ·the prosperity of the Philippine peo-
ples, and that force ~as been employed only against force Which 
stood in the way of the realization of these ends. 
On the 25th day of April, 1898, Congress declared a state 
of war existed between Snain and the United States. On May 1, 
1898, Admiral Dewey destroyed the Spanish fleet in Manila Bay~ 
On May 19, 1898, Major-General Merritt, u.s.A., wae placed in 
command of t-he military expidition to Manila, and directed, 
among other things, immediately to "publish a proclamation de-
claring that we come not to make war upon any part or faction 
among them, but to protect them in their homes, in their em-
ployment, and in their personal and religious rights. All per-
sons who, either by active aid or by honest submission, cooper-
ate with the United States in its efforts to give effect to 
this beneficient purpose will receive the reward of its sup-
port and protection." 
On July 3, 1898, the Spanish ~leet, in attempting to es-
cape from Santiago harbor, was sestroyed by the American fleet, 
and on July 1?, 1898, the Spanish garrison in the City of San-
tiago surrendered to the aornmander of the Am~rican forces. 
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Following these brilliant victories, on the 12th day of 
August, 1898, upon the initiative of Spain, hostilities were 
suspended, and a protocol was signed With a view to arranging 
terms of peace between the two governments. In pursuance ther~ 
of I appointed as commissioners the following distinguished ci-
tizens to conduct the negotiations on the part of the United 
States: the Hon. William R. Day of Ohio; the Hon. William p. 
Frye of Maine; the Hon. Cushing K. Davis of Minn.; the Hon. 
George Gray of Delaware; and the Hon. Whitelaw Reid of New York 
In addressing the Peace commission before its departure 
for Paris I said: 
"It is my wish that throughout the negotia-
tions intrusted to the commission the purpose and spirit With 
Which the Uni t.ed States accepted the unwelcome necessity of war 
should be kept constantly in view. We took up arms only in 
obedien~e to the dictates of humanity, and in the fulfillment 
of high public and mor~l obligations. We had no design of ag-
grandizement and no ambition of conquest. Through the long 
course of repeated representations which preceded and aimed to 
avert the struggle, and in the final arbitrament of forcP-, this 
country was impelled solely by the purpose of relieving griev-
ous_ wrongs, and removing long-existing, Which disturbed its 
tranquility, which shocked the moral sense of mankind, and whict 
could no longer be endured. 
"It is my earnest ~ish that the United 
States, in making peace, should follow the same high r'1le of 
conduct which guided it in facing war. It should be as scrupu-
lous and magnanimous in the concluding settle~ent as it was just and humane. in its original action •••• 
"Our aims in the adjustment of peace should 
be direct~d to lasting results, and to the achievement of the 
common good timder the demands of civilization, rather than to 
ambitious designs. Without any original thought of complete or 
even partial acquisition, the presence and success of our arms 
at Manila imposes upon us obligations which we uannot disregard. 
The march of events rules and overrules human action. Avowing 
unreservedly the purpose which has animated all our effort, and 
still solicitous to adhere to it, we cannot be unmindful that, 
Without any desire or design on our part, the war has brought 
us new duties and responsibilities, which we must meet and dis-
charge, as becomes a.great nation on whose growth and career 
from the beginning the ruler of nations has plainly written the 
high command and pledge of civilization." 
On October 28, 1898, wh~le the Peace commission was conti-
nuing its negotiations in Paris, the following additional in-
struction was sent: 
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"It is imperative upOz:l us that as victors we 
should be governed only by motives Which will exalt our nation. 
Territorial expansion should be our least concern, that we 
shall not shirk the moral obligations of our victory is of the 
greatest. It is undisputed that Spain's authority is perma-
nently destroyed in every part of the Philippines. To leave 
any part in her feeble control now would increase our difficul-
ties and be o.pposed to the interests of humanity •••• Nor can we 
permit Spain to transfer any of the islands to another power. 
Nor can we invite another power or powers to join the United 
States in sovereignty over them. We must either hold them or 
turn them back to Spain. 
"Consequently grave as are the responsibilities 
and unforeseen as are the difficulties Which are before us the 
President can see but one plain path of duty, the acceptance of 
the archipelago. Greater difficulties and more serious compli-
cations--administrative and international--would follow any 
other course. The President has given to the views of the com-
missioners the fullest consideration, and in the conclusion 
reached above, Announced in the light of information communi-
cated to the commission and to the Pr~sident since your depar-
ture, he has been influenced by the single consideration of 
duty and humanity, The President is not unmindful of the dis-
tressed financial condition ot Spain and whatever consideration 
the United States may show must come from its sense of genero-
sity and benevolence rather than from any real or technical 
obligation". 
Again on November 13, I instructed the commission: 
· · "From the standpoint of indemnity both the archi-
pelagoes (Porto Rico and the Philippines) are insufficient to 
pay our war expenses, but aside from this we do not owe an ob-
ligation to the people of the Philippines Which will not permit 
us to return them to the sovereignty of Spain? Could we justi-
fy ourselves in such a course, or could we permit their barter 
to some other power? Willing or not, we have the responsibili-
ty of duty Which we cannot ·escape •••• The President cannot be-
lieve any d~vision of the archipelago can bring us anything but 
embarrassment in the future. The trade and commercial side, as 
well as the indemnity for the cost. of the war, are questions we 
might yield. They might be waived or compromised, but the 
questions of duty and human,ity appeal to the President eo 
strongly that he can find no appropriate answer but the one he 
has here marked out."· 
The treaty of peace was concluded on Dece~ber 10, 1898. 
By its terms the archipelago known as the Philippine Islands 
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was ceded by Spain to the United States. It was also provided 
that the civil rights and political status of the native inha-
bitants of the territories hereby ceded to the United States 
shall be determined by the Congress. Eleven days thereafter, 
on D~cember 21, the following direction was given to the com-
mander of our forces in the Philippines: 
11 
••• The military commander of the United States is 
enjoined to make known to the inhabitants of the Philippine Is-
lands that in succeeding to the sovereignty of Spain, in sever-
ing the former political relations of the inhabitants and in 
establishing a new political power, the authority of the United 
States is to be exerted for the securing of the persons and 
property of the people of the islands, and for the confirmation 
of all their private rights and relations. It Will be the duty 
of the commander of the forces of occupation to announce and 
proclaim in the most public manner that we come not as invaders 
or conquerors, but as :friends, to protect the natives in their 
homes, in their employments, and in their personal and reli-
gious rights." 
In order to facilitate the most humane, pacific, and ef-
fective extension of author~ty throu~hout these islands, and to 
secure, with the least possible delay, the benefits of a wise 
and generous protection of life and property to the inhabitants 
I appointed in January, 1899, a commission consisting of the 
Hon. Jacob Gould Schurman of New York; Admiral George Dewey, 
U.S.N.; the Hon. Charles Denby of Indiana; Professor Dean c. 
Worcester of Michigan; and Major-General Elwell s. Otis, U.S.A. 
Their instructions contained the following: 
11 In the performance of this &1ty the commissioners 
are enjoined to meet at the earliest possible day in the City 
of Manila and to announce by public proclamation their presence 
and the mission intrusted to them, carefully setting forth that 
While the military government already procla.imed is to be main-
tained and continued so long as necessity may require, efforts 
Will be made to alleviate the burden of taxation, to establish 
industrial and coq~mercial prosperity, and to provide for the 
safety of persons and of property by such means as may be found 
conducive to thesP ends. 
"The commissioners will endeavor, without interfer-
ence with the military authoritiAs of the United States now in 
control of the Philippines, to ascertain what amelioration in 
the condition of the inhabitants and what improvements in pub-
lic order may be practicable and for this purpose they will 
study attentively the exi~ting social and political state of 
the various populations, particularly as regards the forms of 
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local government, the admini~tration of justice, the collection 
of customs and other taxes, the means of transportation, and 
the need of public improvements. They will report ••• the re-
sults of their observations and reflections and Will recommend 
such executive action'as may from time to time seem to them 
wise and useful. 
"The commissioners are hereby authorized to confer 
~uthoritatively With any persons resident in the islands from 
whom they may believe themselves able to derive information or 
suggP-stions valuable for the purpose of their commission, or 
whom they may choose to employ as agents, as may be necessary 
for the purpose •••• 
"It is my desire that in all their relations with 
the inhabitants of the islands the commissioners exercise due 
respect for all the ideals, customs, and institutions of the 
tribes which compose the population, emphasizing upon all oc-
casions the just and beneficent intentions of the government of 
the United States. It is also my wish and expectation that the 
commissioners may be received in a manrier due to the honored 
and authorized representatives of the American republic, duly 
commissioned on account of their knowledge, skill and integrity 
as bearers of the good will, the protection and the richest 
blessings of a liberating rather than a conquering nation. 11 
. On th~ 6th of February, 1899, the treaty was ratified by 
the Senate of the United States, and the Congress immediately 
appropriated "20,000,000 to carry out its provisions. The rati-
fications were exchanged by the United States and Spain on the 
11th of April, 1899. 
As early as April, 1899, the Philippine Commission of 
which Dr. Schurman was President, endeavored to bring about 
peace in the islands by repeated conferences with leading Tagal 
representing the so-called insurgent government, to the end 
that some general plan of government might be offered them 
which they would accept. So great was the satisfaction of the 
insurgent commissioners with the form of government proposed by 
the American commissioners that the latter submitted the pro-
posed scheme to me for approval, and my action thereon is shown 
by the cable message following: 
11 May 5, 1889-Schurman, Manila: Yours 4th re-
ceived. You are authorized to propose that under the military 
power of the President, pending action of Congress, government 
of the Philippine Islands shall consist of a Govenor General, 
appointed by the President; Cabinet, appointed by the Govenor 
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General; a general advisory council elected by the people; the 
qualifica~ions of electors to be carefully considered and de-
t~rmined; and the Govenor General to have absolute veto; judi-
Clary strong and independent; principal Judges appointed by the 
President; the Cabinet and Judges to be chosen from natives or 
Americans, or both, having regard to fitness. The President 
earnestly desires the cessation of bloodshed, and that the peo-
ple of. the Philippine Islands at an early date shall have the 
largest measure of local self-government consistent with peace 
and good order." 
In the latter part of May another group of representatives 
came from the insurgent leader. The whole matter was fully 
discussed with them and promise of acceptance seemed near at 
hand. They assured our commissioners they would .return after 
consulting with their· leader, but they never did. 
As a result of the views expressed by the first Tagal re-
presentative favorably to the plans of the commission, it ap-
pears that he was by milit~ry order of the insurgent leader, 
stripped of his shoulder etraps, dismissed from the army and 
sentenced to twelve years imprisonment. 
The views of the commissioners are be8t set forth in their 
own words: 
"Deplorable as war 
now engaged was unavoidable by us. 
adventurous and enthusiastic army. 
us exdept ignominious retr~at. 
is, the one in which we are 
We were attacked by a ~old, 
No alternative was left to 
11 It is not to be conceived of that any American 
would have sanctioned the surrender of Manila to the insurgents 
Our obligation~ to other friendly Filipinos and to othe~ na-
tions and to ourselves and our flag, demanded that force should 
be met by force. Whatever the future of the Philippines may be 
there is no course open to us now except the prosecution of the 
war until the insurgents are reduced to submission. 
"The commission is of the opinion that there 
has b-een no time since the destruction of the Spanish squadron 
by Admiral Dewey when it was possible to withdraw our forces 
from the islands either With honor to ourselves or With safety 
to the inhabitants." 
After the most thorough study of the peoples of the arcbi .... 
pelage, the commission reported among other things: 
"Their lack of education and political experi-
ence, combined with their racial and linguistic diversities, 
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disqualify them, in spite of their mental gifts and domestic 
virtues, to undertake the task of governing the archipelago at 
the present time. The most that can be expected of them is to 
coo·perate With the Americans in the administration of general 
affairs, from Manila as a center, and to undertake, subJect to 
American control or quidance (as may be found necessary) the 
administration of provincial and municipal affairs. 
"Should our power by any fatality be withdrawn, 
the commission believes that the government of the Philippines 
would speedily lapse into anarchy, which would excuse, if it 
did not necessitate the intervention of other powers and the 
eventual division o:r the islands among them. Only then Ameri-
can occupation, therefore, is the idea of a free, self•govern-
ing, and united Philippine commonwealth at all conceivable. 
"Thus the welfarA of the Filipinos coincides 
with the dictat~s of national honor in forbidding our abandon-
ment of the archipelago. We cannot, from any point of view, 
escape the responsibility of government which our sovereignty 
entails; and the commission is strongly persuaded that the per-
formance of our.national duty will prove the greatest blessing 
to the people of the Phi·lippine Islands." 
Satisfied that nothing further could be accomplished in 
the pursuance of their mission until the rebellion was sup-
pressed, and desiring to place before the Congress the result 
of their observations, I requested that the commissione.rs re-
turn to the United States. Theix most intelligent and compre-
hensive report was submitted to Congress. 
In March, 1900, believing that the insurrection was prac-
tically ended and earnestly desiring to promote the establish-
ment of a stable government in the archipelago, I appointed the 
following commission: the Hon. William H. Taft of Ohio; Pro-
fessor Dean c. Worcester of Michigan; the Hon. Luke I. Wright 
of Tenesse; the Hon. Henry c. Ide of Vermont; and the Hon. Ber-
nard Moses of California. My instructions to them contained 
the following: 
"You (the Secretary of War) will instruct the 
commission ••• to devote their attention in th~ first instance to 
the establishment of municipal governments iu which the natives 
of the islands, both in the cities and in the rural communities 
shall be afforded the opportunity to manage their own local af-
fairs, to the full13st extent of which they are capable, and 
subject to the least degree of supervision and control, Which 
a careful study of their capacities and observation of the 
workings of native control show to be consistent with the main-
tenance of law, order and loyalty •••• Whenever the commission is 
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of the opinion that the condition of affairs in the islands is 
such that the administration may safely be transferred from mi-
litary to civil control they will report that conclusion to you 
(the Secretary of War), With the recommendations as to the form 
of central government to be established for the purpose of tak-
ing over the control •••• 
"Beginning with the first day of September, 1900 
the authority to exercise, subject to my approval, then the 
Secretary of War, that part of the power of government in the 
Philippine Islands which is of a legislative nature is to be 
transferred from the Military Govenor of the islands to this 
commission to be thereafter exercised by them in the place and 
stead of the Military Govenor, under such rules and regulations 
as you (the Secretary of War) shall prescribe, until the estab-
lishment of the civil central government for the Island contem-
plated in the last foregoing paragraph, or until Congress shall 
otherwise provide. Exercise of this legislative authority will 
include the making of rules and orders having the effect of law 
for the raising of revenue by taxes, customs duties and im-
ports, the appropriation and expenditure of the public funds of 
.the Islands, the establishment of an educational system to se-
cure an efficient civil service, the organization and esta.b-
lishment of courts, the organization and establishment of muni-
cipal and other matters of a civil nature for which the Mili- . 
tary Govenor is now competent to provide by ru.les or orders of 
a legislative character. The commission will also have power 
during the same period to appoint to office such officers under 
the judicial, educational and civil service systems, and in the 
municipal and departmental governments as shall be provided fofl 
... • 
This commission, under date of August 21, 1900, makes an 
interesting report from which I quote the following extracts: 
, "Hostility against Americans originally arousec 
by absurd falsehoods of unscrupulous leaders. The distribution 
of troops in 300 posts nas by contact largely dispelled hosti-
lity and steadily improved temper of peo~le. This improvement 
is furthered by abuses of insurgents. Large numbers of people 
long for peace and are willing to accept government under the 
United States. Insurgents, not surrendering after defeat, di-
vided into small guerilla bands under general officP,rs or be-
came robbers. Nearly all of the prominent Generals and politi-
cians of the insurrection, except Aguinaldo, have since been 
captured or have surrendered and taken the oath of allegiance. 
n ••• All northern Luzon, except two provinces, substantial-
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ly free from insurgents. People busy planting, and asking for 
municipal organization. Railway and telegraph line from Manila 
to Dagupan, 122 miles not molested for five months •••• 
" ••• For years of war and lawlessness in parts 
of islands have created unsettled conditions •••• Native consta-
bulary and militia which should be organized at once, will end 
this and the terrorism. to which defenseless people are subj eo-
ted. The natives desire to inlist in these organizations. If 
judiciously select~d and officered Will be efficient forces for 
maintenance of order and will permit early material reduction 
of United States troops •••• -
11 Turning islands over to coterie of Tagalog 
politicians will blight fair prospects of enormous improvement, 
drive out capital, make life and property, secula.r and religi-
ous most insecure; banish by fear of cruel proscription consi-
derable body of conservative Filipinos who have aided A.11ericans 
in well-founded belief that their people are not now fit for 
self-government and reintroduce same oppression and corruption 
which existed in all provinces under Maiolos insurgent govern-
ment during the eight months of its control. The result Will 
be factional strife between jealous leaders, chaos and anarchy, 
and will require and justify active intervention of our govern-
ment or some other •••• 11 
• • • • • • 
In the report of the first Philippine commission, submit-
ted on November 2, 1899, Admiral Dewey, one of .its members, 
said: 
11 No alliance of any kind was entered into with 
Aguinaldo nor was any promise of independence made to him at 
any time." 
General Merrit:t arrived in the Philippines on July 25, 
1898, and a dispatch from Admiral Dewey to the government at 
Washington said: 
11 Merritt arrived yesterday. Situation is 
most critical at Manila. The Spanish may surrender at any mo-
ment. Merritt's most difficult problem will be how to deal 
with the insurgents under Aguinaldo, who have become aggres-
sive and even threatening toward our army." Here is revealed 
the spirit of the insurgents as ea.rly as July, 1898, before the 
protocol was signed, while we were still engaged in active war 
with Spain. Even then the insurgents were threatening our army, 
• • • • • • 
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There has been no time since the destruction of the ene-
my's fleet when we could or should have left the Philippine 
archipelago. After tbe treaty of peace was ratified, no power 
but Congress could surrend.er our sovereignty or alienate a foot 
of the territory thus acquired. The Congr~ss has not seen fit 
to do the one or the other, and the President had no authority 
to do either, if he bad been so inclined, which he was not. So 
long as the.sovereignty remains in us it is the duty of the Ex-
ecutive, whoever he may be, to uphold that sovereignty and if 
it be attacked to suppress its assailants. Would our political 
adv~rsaries do lees? 
• • • • * • 
In short, the propositions of those opposed to us is to 
continue all the obligations in the Philippines Which now rest 
upon the government, only changing the relation from principal, 
which now exists, to that of surety. Our responsibility is to 
remain, but our power is to be diminished. Our obligation is 
to be no less, but our title is to be surrendered to cmother 
power, which is without experience or training, or the ability 
to maintain a stable government at home and absolutely helpless 
to perform its international obligations with the rest of the 
world. To this we are opposed. We should not yield our title 
while our obligations last. In the language of our platform, 
11 0ur authority should not be less than our responsibility", and 
our pres~nt responsibility is to establish our authority in 
every part of the islands. 
No government cian so certainly preserve the peace, restore 
public ·order, establish law, justice, and stable conditions as 
ours. Neither Congress nor the Executive can establish a s.ta-. 
ble government in these islands except under our right of 
sovereignty, our authority, and our flag. And this we are do-
ing. 
• • • • • • 
Those who profess to distrust the liberal and honorable 
purposes of the administration in its treatment of the Philip-
pines are not justified. Imperialism has no place in its creed 
or conduct. Freedom is a rock upon Which the Republican party 
was builded and now restA. 
The obliteration of old differences, the common de¥otion 
to the flag, and the common sacrifices for its honor so con-
spicuously shown by the men of the North and South i; the Span-
ish war, have so strengthened the ties of friendship and mutual 
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respect that nothing c~n ever ag~in divide us. The nation 
faces the new century gratefully and hopefully, with increasing 
love of country, with firm faith in its free institutions and 
with high resolve that they «sb,ll not perish from the earth." 
Very respectfully yours, 
William McKinley 
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I am very much interested in your letter of October 
27 in regard to your thesis on "Imperialism in the Election· 
of 1900." 
. The statement that "A majority c~ the people favored 
retention of the Philippines" cannot, of course, be proved, 
but I think any examination of popular opinion, as well as 
the election returns in 1900, suggest that the public was 
prepared. to go along with the republican program of expan-
sion. To make an effective study of this question would 
demand as comprehensive a review as possible of contemporary 
newspapers and magazines. I can only suggest that you ap-
proach it from this angle if you wieh your dissertation to 
make any real contribut·ion to our understanding of the per-
iod. 
FRD:B 
c 0 p y 
Sincerely yours, 
/s/ Foster Rhea Dulles 
/t/ Foster Rhea Dulles 
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